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Digests of Recent Opinions 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION - 
Only such medical treatment 
which could have been required 
under the statute as is actually 
furnished by the employer can 
be considered payment of com- 
pensation within R.S. 34:15-51. 

_Doctrine of Lynch v. Newark 
repudiated. 

_Medical treatment obtained by 
employee and not furnished or 
authorized by employer does 
not constitute “payment of 
compensation” though it should 
have been furnished by em- 
ployer. 

Digested from an opinion by 
rreund, J.A.D. rendered June 30, 
1960 Appellate Div. DeAsio v. 
Bayonne. For Appellant - Frank 
J Ziobro. For respondent - Aaron 
gordon (Sachs & Sachs, attys.) 

Respondent, a fireman employ- 
y appellant city, suffered an 
while fighting a fire on 






oy 
ury 


Feb 12, 1954. The city had notice 
‘the occurrence on the following 





al treatment. He was ren- 
ally and permanently 
ed. He was hospitalized on 
1 11, 1954. Although city fire 
eons regularly examined him 
néd were familiar with the pro- 
zress of his condition, they were 
necifically prohibited by a stand- 
order of the fire department 





trot 
LO 
















1 treating any fireman for 
uries suffered in the line of 
juty or otherwise, and d 


id no 
1e 







at respondent. Nor did tl ity 

, of his medical or hospi- 

] authorize same. The 
ast treatment rendered b he 


own physician was 


1956. The J 
is not filed until March 
The Deputy Director dis- 
the petition as not having 
d within the two year 
ri lowed by RS. 34:15-51. 
Tae County Court reversed hold- 


ng the two year period did not 

gin to run until Jan. 10, 

The City appealed. 

Held: It is not disputed that 

ae filing of a petition within two 
fter the last payment 

ation is timely and that 

hing of medical 

oy an employer is part pay- 


1900 








ol 


treat- 


g of RS. 34:15-51. 
RS. 34:15-51, the em- 
is under a positive duty to 
mish to the injured workman 
un medical treatment as 








shall 


lm- 
that section. For the 
of this statutory duty, the 
e made express provi- 
amely, that the employer 

liable to pay for such 
and services. The Act 
, however, provide as an 
1 sanction that, if the 
after notice of the in- 
to furnish necessary 
treatment, it will be es- 
rom asserting the bar of 


oner argues, and _ the 
ourt found, that in view 
act that the City was no- 
“2 of the accident and in- 
8, its failure to act in effect 
i him to obtain all 
t which it was its duty 
. The court felt itself 
y the doctrine of Lynch 
43 NJ. Super 546, 


Q 


“245 NJ. Super 335. 


Lynch case, however, is 
suishable on its facts for 

fatment was undertaken 
upervised by the fire sur- 
“He case is therefore one in 
the employer actually fur- 
“ medical treatment. In ad- 
fere was an understand- 
it filing of the petition was 
delayed. 
“¥ertheless, 













the Lynch 


Case 


did express the view that an em- 
ployer’s failure to discharge its 
statutory duty constitutes an au- 
thorization 
obtain treatment elsewhere and 
that it is in that sense that the 
employer can be deemed to have 


|furnished medical treatment. To 


this extent that ruling is not in 
accord with the conclusion of the 
Supreme Court in Schwarz v. 
Federal, 16 NJ. 243, that only 
such medical treatment “which 
could have been required under 
the statute” as “actually furnish- 
ed by the employer” can be con- 


sidered “payment of compensa- | 


tion” under RS. 34:15-51. For 
this reason and because the 


Lynch doctrine subjects the em- 
ployer to an added liability for 
conduct not causally related to 
the delay in filing the petition, 
it cannot be held there was a 
“payment of compensation” on 
the date of the last medical treat- 
ment on the theory that it should 
have been furnished by the em- 
ployer. 

Since the employer furnished 
no medical treatment and never 
recognized the illness as a com- 
pensable one the judgment of the 
County Court must be reversed. 

Special Naturalization 

Ceremony To Be Held 
During ABA Convention 


Chicago — Ranking members 


of the US and British judiciary 
will witness a special federal 


court naturalization ceremony in 
Washington, D.C., Aug. 31 in con- 
junction with the American Bar 
Association’s 83rd annual meet- 
ing. 
The naturalization proceedings 
will get under way at 3 p.m. in 
the Ceremonial Courtroom of the 
United States Court House. About 
100 persons will become American 
-itizens. 

Chief Justice Earl Warren has 
been invited to participate in the 
ceremonies. Some 400 guests, in- 
cluding representatives of the 
bench and bar in British Com- 
monwealth nations, are expected 
to attend. 

Judge George A. Hart of the 
United States District Court in 
the District of Columbia, will pre- 
side at the solemn ceremony. The 
oath of allegiance will be ad- 
ministered by Harry M. Hill, clerk 
of the District Court. 

The ceremony is one of several 
related events being held in con- 


junction with the five-day ABA| 


convention, which opens in the 
nation’s capital Aug. 29. More 
than 12,000 lawyers, judges, guests 
and their wives are scheduled to 
be on hand to make it the largest 
gathering of the legal profession 
ever held in this country. 
Following an address by ABA 
President John D. Randall, the 


new citizens will be led in a pledge | 


of allegiance to the flag by Chi- 
cago attorney Jerome S. Weiss, 
chairman of the Association’s | 
Standing Committee on Ameri- 
can Citizenship. 


State Bar Law Columns 
Released 


The New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation has released five more 
columns in the series entitled 
“Its the Law” published in num- 
erous newspapers and house or- 
gans. The new columns are cap- 
tioned “How to Revoke a Will”, 
“Husbands’ Responsibilities”, 
“Driver v. Mechanic”, “Watch 
Your Step” and “Interpretation 
of Contracts”. 

The new releases bring to 58 
the number of columns issued in | 
the current series. 


to the employee to)! 


i June 30, 1960) 


| as 


|which excised possession of such 





Notice To The Bar 


In connection with the pre- 
trial experiment now being 
conducted in Essex, Hudson, 
Morris, Passaic, Sussex, Union 
and Warren Counties, it has 
been called to my attention 
that many cases have appar- 
ently been settled without the 
attorneys having mailed to the 
Assignment Judge Form C of 
the test forms giving needed }} 
information with respect to | 

| 
| 








the settlement. 

Attorneys having test cases 
in the above counties are urg- 
ed to review their files and to }| 
submit Form C in each such 
case which has been settled. 
(Extra copies of Form C may 


be obtained from the court 
clerk.) The continued cooper- 
ation of the bar is essential 


for the success of this experi- 
ment which is being conduct- |} 
ed at the request of the Su- 
preme Court by the Columbia 
University Law School’s Pro- 
ject for Effective Justice. 
Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director 
of the Courts 











Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


July 1 to 7, 1960 } 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed | 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by | 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton 
SUPREME COURT 
Appeals—None 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted—Nons 
SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Salitan et al v. Magnus et al (A-!| 





267-59, decided June 30, 1960) 
Affirmed: Law Div. summary 
judgment in favor of defendant 
individual guarantors of debt of 
bankrupt corporation of which 


they were officers in action by 
amply secured creditor who had 
received payment of the debt in 
the bankruptcy proceedings but | 
had been denied payment of in- 
terest accruing from time of fil- 
ing of bankruptcy petition until | 
the payment. Referee had disal- | 
lowed the post-petition interest 
on balancing the equities, includ- 
ing previous overcharges by cred- 
itor against bankrupt corpora- 
tion, and his action relieving the | 
bankrupt of that obligation was |} 
twice affirmed in the federal | 
courts. Thus the claimed interest | 
was no obligation of principal | 








|debtor and defendant guarantors | 


| 


can not be held liable therefor. | 
State v. Reed (A-766-58, decided | 

Reversed conviction for unlaw- | 
ful possession of narcotic drug in 
violation of Uniform Nareotie 
Drug Law, RS. 24:18-1, et Seq. | 
4, which violation is classified a| 
high misdemeanor. Ordered new| 
trial since jury might find that | 
defendant’s possession of mari- | 
juana in this case was only such | 
as was necessarily incidental to | 
his use or imminent intended | 
used and, if so, his offense would | 
be covered by the later enacted | 


|N. J. S. 2A:170-8, which pro-| 


scribes “use” of a narcotic drug} 
disorderly conduct with at- 
tendant lesser penalties, and 


qualified character from the cov- 
erage of the Uniform Act. 
Nix et als v. Spector Freight Sys- 
tem Inc., et al (A-250-59, decided 
June 28, 1960) 

Affirmed Law Div. judgment 
dismissing amended complaint 
and discharging order to show} 








(Continued on page 4, col. 5) 


}ed in Salzburg, Austria. 


~ Sunday Closing 





Copy: Twenty-five Cents 





And The Police Power: 


“Two Guys From Harrison, Inc. v. Furman” And 


“Masters-Jersey Inc. v. 


(Concluding installment) 


Directing specific attention to 
the classification employed in 
Chapter 119, under 3 of the new 
law, these articles, by specific 


| definition, cannot be sold:’ 


All clothing and wearing ap- 
parel, including headwear and 
footwear. 

All furniture, including: 

chairs 
desks 
tables 
beds 
wardrobes 
dressers 
bureaus 
cupboards 
cabinets 
bookcases 
sofas 
couches 


materials designed for as- | 


sembly into furniture 





12 New Jersey Lawyers ‘ 


Attend International Bar 
Congress 


SALZBURG, AUSTRIA, JULY 8: 
Twelve New Jersey attorneys at- 
tended the International Bar As- 
sociation Congress just conclud- 
There 
were 1200 lawyers 
countries attending the Congress, 
of whom 270 came from the Unit- 
ed States. 

The highlight of the confer- 
ence was a symposium on “Taking 
Evidence and Serving Documents 
Abroad”. Receptions were given 
by the Ministry of Justice, the 
Governor and the Mayor of Salz- 


burg. 
The New Jersey lawyers who 
attended are Robert K. Bell, 


James D. Carpenter, Leon Dres- 
kin, Samuel J. Foosaner, Herman 
W. Kapp, Elwood F. Kirkman, 
Michael N. Kouvatas, Jacob E. 
Max, John D. McMaster, Andre 
B. de Pontet, Milton Rosenkranz 
and Sylvester C. Smith. 


Practicing Law Institute 


‘To Again Present Course 


In Medicine 


The Practicing Law Institute 
will sponsor a course on cardio- 
vascular diseases of six lectures 
beginning October 19, 1960 by Dr. 
Jerome G. Kaufman, Assistant 
Professor of Medicine, New York 
Medical College and Dr. Edwin 
H. Albano, Professor of Medicine 
of Seton Hall, under the sponsor- 
ship of the New Jersey Practic- 
ing Law Institute. 

This is the fourth year the In- 
stitute has conducted course 
in medicine for lawyers under 
the sponsorship of David Roskein 
who originated and ucted 
these programs from its incep- 
tion. 

The course will be delivered at 
the Martland Medical Center and 
will be illustrated with slides, 
moving pictures and autopsy. 

The full program will be pub- 
lished in this Journal at a later 
date. 





20 


eand 
Usa 


Georgia Won't Follow 
Botta Rule 


The Georgia Legislature has 
passed a bill enabling counsel in 
personal injury actions to argue 
the monetary value of pain and 
suffering to the jury. This would 
seem to eliminate any possibility 


of the use of the Botta rule in| ait 


Georgia. 

The Legislature has also passed 
a bill permitting counsel in civil 
Suits to use blackboard and 
models. 


from forty | 


Paramus’ In Perspective 


Home furnishings, including 
floor coverings 
lamps 
lighting fixtures 
household linens 
drapes 
blinds 
curtains 
mattresses 
bed coverings 
mirrors 
china 
kitchen utensils 
kitchenware 
silverware 
cutlery 
Household appliances, 
cluding 
stoves 
| heating devices 
cooking equipment 
refrigerators 
air conditioning equipment 
electric fans 
clocks 
radios 
toasters 
television sets 
washing machines 
driers 
“all such electrical and gas 
appliances.” 
Building and lumber supply 
materials, including 
lumber 


in- 





cement 
building blocks 
sashes 

frames 
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that he may cross See also 
United States v. Petrillo, 332 U. 8. 1 
' (1947) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS .. _ [is manifest noncompliance. De- | "MASTER AND SERVANT - An|he was not justified in Striking 
fendants were required to furnish | employer is responsible for the | the blow. A verdict for the pjair. 
CREDITORS RIGHTS - COR-| tors and officers of the corpéra- only the information and data tortious Acts of his employee | tiff followed and defendant ap. 


PORATIONS - N.J.S.A. 2A:17-74| tion, and a schedule of all its| specifically demanded. They were 
and 75 are penal in character | property, including debts due or} asked to furnish a list of their 


and the personal liability im- | 
posed thereby should only be 


to become due as far as he has 
| knowledge thereof, and that if 





|}accounts receivable, which | 


| did. They were not requested to 


imposed where there has been | | he neglects or refuses to’ do so| furnish evidence of these debts, | 
| although the furnishing of such | 


the amount of the execution and! evidence is a proper subject of | 


a manifest non-compliance. 
—The obligation of the corporate 
agent or person served with a 
demand pursuant to N.J.S.A. 
2A:17-75 is to furnish only the 
information and data specifi- | 
cally demanded and does not | 








|he shall be personally liable for 


costs. 

N.J.S.A. 2:17-75, provides that 
if the execution officer is unable 
to find other property of the 
corporation, he or the creditor 


demand under the statute, and | 
hence were under no duty to do 
so. Plaintiff's argument to the 
contrary based on the statement 
in the demand that it was made | 


if done within the scope of his | 
employment upon express or 
implied authority, considering | 
the nature of the services re- 
quired and the circumstances 
under which the act was com- | 


mitted, and where there is a/ 


disputed question of fact it is 
ordinarily a question for the 
jury. 


| —Held, on facts, where employee 


charged with duty of prevent- 


|peals contending the trial] 





| that Ottino was justif 
| punching decedent and 
'that the altercation was a per. 
sonal dispute for which defeng. 
ant was not liable. 

Held: Defendant’s positio 
‘untenable. Jury question: 
presented as to both issues 

Whether Ottino’s 


























extend to other matter within| may elect to satisfy the execu-| pursuant to N.J.S.A. 2A:17-74 and| ing unauthorized parking in Schisano was an act of justi. 
‘aims oie 17 to rT , ay re} 9 = ’ , mite 
the statute but not specifically | tion from any debts due the cor- | 75 is untenable. A layman receiv-| employer’s lot struck another | able self-defense was a questi; 
demanded though the demand | poration, in which case the per- | ing such a demand cannot be ex- in incident over latter S parking of fact, and as to this issue ty tl 
cites the statute. son having custody of any evi-| pected to peruse statutes to as- in the lot, jury question was| burden of proof was on defeng. e 
—Assignment of corporate ac- | dence of such debts, shall deliver | certain what is expected of him | presented as to whether he act- ant. Certainly it cannot F 
counts receivable subject to any | Same to the officer, and that such|and the mere fact that fortui-| ed in scope of employment or that as a matter of law | Ott _A 
fees due attorneys for collec- | delivery with a transfer in writ-| ously the layman may be rep-| for purely personal reasons. act was so clearly warran ed b fi 
tion services is a sufficient com-| ing to the officer for use of the | resented by an attorney does not | TORTS - Burden of proof of jus- | the circumstances that p 
; ry lerpac > lio- ; . > qi se: . . 
pliance with N.J.S.A. 2A:17-75.| creditor and notice to the debtor,| create an obligation to ascertain|  {ifiable self-defense is on him could properly conclude : fl 
Digested from an opinion py | Shall be a valid assignment there-| his statutory obligations. Fur-| who asserts it. acted hastily or unrea a 
Foley. JAD rendered June 30,|0f- Failure to comply with this ther, “neglects or refuses” in the Digested from an opinion by | The trial court properly fr 
_—eo wo ° ’ : : } . ww ; thie 2CcA ’ der ~ : : A a 
1960. Appellate Div. Thompson v | section renders the person liable | context in which these words ap- | Sullivan, J.A.D. rendered June 30, question to the jury. D 
: Sie: — = 4 r ¢ rec in? »¢ j Of 2 [17-75 - late iv ; is y : j 
Breslove. For appellants - Murray | for the amount of the execution | Pé red in gnc sein = | 1960. Appellate Div. Schisano v. An employer is responsible ¢- li 
: : Sis -osts. notes not mere failure omis- | Bricks »s > - Ber- | : ante a : | 
Laiks (Heller & Laiks, attys). For | ipeciogen don “but 1 wilful failure to dis- | = yp eg ao ta & ge —, nage Aged 
respondent - Sol Rosenberg (Har- | The demand served demanded | (y.. poe or a reckless indifference | nard C ae? <n . if done within the scop D 
) 1; . ATES, ‘ SS | Chaze attys d oy UF S - , , > eYNr Deir 
vey Goldberg, of counsel). |a list of the names of the direc-| +, 4 known obligation Thus the | Chazen, ee For appellants -| employment on the expre. Prie 
Defendants were officers of | tors and officers of the corpora- ial Satie om the om cae of ies |John W. Taylor. - plied authority given him, cor. 1960 
: : t - als > é -} . © i Ve7: c 3 
Jersey Excavating Co. against} tion, a schedule of all its prop-| qamand to make known in ex-| On March 23, 1956, Sige se an | sidering the nature of the servis JJ & 
; f : : ‘ mi ( ake y X- | office sfand: > sfen-=| : aaeeiee ips 
which plaintiff had recovered a/erty including debts due it, and) oc. terms the obligation “A cen er = defendant left defen-| required and the circumstane: Holl 
‘ : es) - ABS ‘ > > : » 
judgment and issued an execu-| delivery to the constable of all i ' “8 hs aeeieiehidin iain Ue ciate = dant’s building to go to the bank. | under which the act was 21 
. | ' : ;SeeKs se AC. > . "0c are r > , ug at - : 
tion. In aid of execution a con-| the debts' due the corporation to- | siti “— |He was accompanied by an em ‘| ted. Where the scope of 
stable serve shat purvorte »| gether with a transfer in writing Nor is the holding that the | Ployee, Ottino, who was acting as| thority of an employee i 
table served what purported to]! 3 | 
be a demand under NJS.A. 2A:|thereof. It stated further that} assignment was “conditional” be- | Suard on the trip and who, among | puted question of fact 
17-74 and 75 on the defendants.|the demand was being made in| cause made subject to the attor- | other duties, had the duty of | tent of the authority i 
N.J.S.A. 2A:17-74 provides that | accordance with R.S. 2A:17-74 | neys’ lien impressive. An assign- | keeping defendant’s loading plat- | | ily a question for the jury 
a meen bowl ing charge or) 8nd 75. |or can give no more that he has. | form and private parking 10% Ci@OT | where the departure 
se I pce se | If liens for services attached to|0f vehicles that had no right to| employer's business is of a 
-ontrol of any property of a cor- I response to the demand mana ’ 
cont y property) n response tc 1e dema : ark there ' 
anit Saal as = ; . é 1h. the proceeds of the accounts, the | Par . ed and decided character ty 
poration shall upon request of| defendants furnished a list of : | a sv went } king bead 
a ieee e <> Pai ws : 1:-, | assigned interest would of ne-| As they went to the parking} present case the incident ; 
uny officer having a writ of eX-/the officers and directors, a list ; CE 1} . they ticed ic ‘s ej - 
. ke She cessity be diminished pro tanto|/lot to get a car they noticed} Schisano’s parking his vehi 2 
ecution against the corporation,| of the corporation's accounts re- ‘S ec pro wn RAM io on teas | le in #BT 
whether or not the assignment |Schisano’s car parked in front! defendant’s lot and his reluct- 5 





#7 ric > names of the direc- | 2} lo 73 > ca | é . 
wnat suisesleacemanne vi Naser Puy e Be proypsncnlincen .q | contained reference to the liens | of the ene ee ance to remove it even ater b- 7 
|}over to the company’s attorney Reversed with direction to en- | sco pee aaa a ‘id hi b a acs amelie ott elon ea bicegei “ys 
| for collection, and an assienment ter judgment for defendants. regen ~— a fe) - ope .e) r” ve! duties was to keep the | tcl f re. 
‘of the accounts receivable sub- Se ee — a See ae h — rine of unauthorized parkers. Wh. 20 
ject to any fees due said attor- MUNICIP: AL LAW - crv iL SEE- | mete nbc a, ct ee the blow may have been in 0:. ne 
jpomeea a VICE - Written notice of ap-| they found Schisano’s car in the|tjino’s personal defense, it ot 
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FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


SAVINGS and Loan Assz. 

40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-0260 

q Philip Klein, President 








= 





| bility 


neys for services rendered in the 
collections. 

Thereafter plaintiff brought 
this suit to impose personal lia- 
on the defendants under 
the cited statutes claiming non- 
compliance with the demand. 

The trial court held defendants 
failed to comply with N.J.S.A. 2A- 
17-75 in that the assignment was 


attorney's lien and that there was 
no compliance since the books of 
the corporation were not deliv- 


Held: The statute is penal in 
character and requires strict con- 
struction in order that bur- 
den be imposed only where there 


tte 
ao 
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Financial Printers 


IALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 
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TITLE 


NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 

A MEMBER OF FIREMEN’S FUND INSURANCE GROUP 

Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


520 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MaArket 4-0950 















peal by a policeman for review 
of his dismissal within 10 days | 
after his dismissal, as required | 
by N.J.S.A. 40:47-10, is a man- 
datory prerequisite to review. 
Digested from a per curiam | 
opinion rendered June 30, 1960. 
Appellate Div. Valonis v. Cina- 
minson, For appellant - Louis C. 


Criscuolo, 


In a previous 
case, one of plaintiff’s contentions 


attys). 





County Court. The Appellate Di- | 
vision agreed and so ordered. Af- 
ter the remand the County Court 
held that the case must be dis- 
missed because plaintiff had fail- | 
ed to give “written notice of an 
application for review of his dis- 
missal to the officers or 
board convicting the member of 
the police department... with- 
10 days after notice ‘of such |} 





in 
aii 


contrary to the Appellate Division | 
opinion, pointing to that << iome 
of the opinion which says 
His complaint in the Superior | 
Court action was filed on August | 
22, 1957. N.J.S.A. 40:47-10 provides | 
for a ten-day period within which | * 
an appeal may be taken to the| 
County Court. Therefore, the time | 
factor is no limitation upon a | 
transfer pursuant to R.R. 1:27D.” 
Held: The absence of the no- | 
tice required by N.J.S.A. 40:47-10 | 
was not presented in the pre- 


| vious case. 


The giving of such notice is a 


parking lot in the space which 
they had vacated. Lavezzo again 
went over to Schisano, who was 
standing on the sidewalk and 
told him to get his car out of the 
lot. Lavezzo stood in the gutter 


|a few feet from Schisano separ- 


ated by a snow bank. Some dis- 


|cussion and “bickering” went on 


for a few minutes at which point 


| negative. Schisano, however, be- 
appeal in this/c 


ame very excited, said ‘‘What are 
you trying to do, give me a hard 


bent and his fists clenched. As 


| he reached Ottino, Ottino punch- | 
;ed him in the jaw and knocked 
|him down. Schisano got up im-| 


mediately and commented on 
what he would have done if Ot- 
tino were a younger man. This 
ended the incident. Schisano died 
the next morning from a heart 
attack. Ottino died before suit. 
Plaintiff, the widow of Schisano, 


| tino’s employment, and whether 


Ottino was justified in striking | 


the blow. The trial court held jury | 
| questions were presented as to} 


both issues and submitted them | 


to the jury. The jury’s verdict, 
special in form, was that Ottino 
was acting in behalf of defendant 
| when he struck Schisano and that | 


have been Ottino’s way 
phasizing the instruction to Sch- 
isano to remove his vehicle 
may have been a combination ¢: 
both. The affair certainly was re 
lated to his employment and 2 
jury question was presented as *: 
whether the act was in fur 
ance of defendant’s business 
in the scope of his em; 














servant by an act done in 
nection with the employm 
though the act was un 












Gaulkin, J.A.D. dissenting hoc 
ithe testimony only justifie 
conclusion Ottino acted 
defense, that there was 
| dence Ottino used excess 
| that he did not act in 
| of his employment wit 
pose of furthering dei 
| business but solely to prot 
self, and that an employe 
inoc be held liable for 











Max Glassman has mov 
law offices to 11 Commerce 
Newark 2. 











Jacob Levin has moved 1s 6% 
| offices from 1 Third Ave. 
|Branch to 495 Shrewsoury +": 
Shrewsbury. 
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CENT OPINIONS 





GENCE 
NEGIRILITY - SIDEWALKS - 
WATERS - A landowner may 
pe liable for injury caused by 
ice formed from water dis- 
charged from a leader on his 
property onto a public side- 
walk, though the leader did 
not physically intrude in, on or 
over the sidewalk. 

_whether a landowner may be 
liable for injury caused by wa- 
ter flowing from a leader on his 
property onto an abutting side- 
walk depends on application of 
the “reasonable use” rule as 
enunciated 
Francis. 

_Held, discharge of surface water 
fom leader on defendant’s 
property in such fashion that it 
flowed onto sidewalk in front of 
adjoining property where it 
froze causing pedestrian to fall 
presented jury question of neg- 
ligence under “reasonable use” 
rule. 

Digested from an opinion by 


490, Appellate Div. Gellenthin v. | 
J& D. For appellant - Lewis M. | 
Holland (Warren, Chasan & Ley- | 
er, attys.) For respondent - Jo- | 
|apply. It likewise applies in all | 


voh N. Marotta, Jr. (Basile & 
Delchop, attys.) 

The trial court granted defen- 
jant’s motion for dismissal at 
‘se end of plaintiff’s case and 
jaintiff appeals. 

Respondent owned the proper- 
‘yat the northeasterly corner of 
Jakdene Ave. and Anderson Ave. 
The building on it fronted on An- 
#rson Ave. Oakdene Ave. runs 
ll from respondent’s prop- 





, Adjacent and to the rear| 


x respondent’s property, fronting 
nOakdene Ave., was the Ranieri 


One 











ader terminated at a point 
but above, the paved rear of 















it of necessity flowed across 
blic sidewalk in front of 
‘ent Ranieri property. 


1e boundary lines of re- 
S$ property; no portion 
ended onto the public 
but the paving covering 
toward and joined the 
antiff had walked down Oak- 
sme Ave. on the sidewalk abut- 
zg defendant’s property and 
gone 2 or 3 feet onto the 
alk in front of the Ranieri 
y when he slipped on ice 

g the injuries for which 
ed. He presented proof that 


















lowing directly from the 
acer above described, and that 
“ other occasions prior to the 


in Armstrong v.| 


y. Leaders had been placed | 
nthe rear wall of respondent’s | 
ulding to carry water from the | 
of these leaders was | 
e rear corner of the build- | 
ering on Oakdene Ave. | 


ndent’s property and was so| 
ed that any water discharged | 


er was located entirely | 


of defendant’s property | 


“é ice had formed as a result of | 


- LANDOWNERS | accident the owners of the Ran- 


|ieri property had complained to 

respondent about the flow of 
water from the leader downhill 
and onto the sidewalk in front 
| of their property. 

The trial court ruled that as 
| the leader in question did not 
| physically intrude on the public 
| Sidewalk, respondent was without 
| liability, citing the Jessup v. Bam- 
| ford, Saco v. Hall and Pierri v. 
| Faure cases. 
| Held: In Saco the Supreme 
|Court held that an owner was 
| aS much under a duty to keep in 
repair devices located over and 
| above the sidewalk which through 
neglect can deteriorate to the 


point where there is created a| 


dangerous condition in the pub- 
lic easement or which becomes 
the proximate cause creating such 
condition, as he was to keep in 
repair a drain, grating or other 
device installed by him 
|under the sidewalk for his own 
benefit. The court then added, 
by way of dictum, that “in all 
other cases where the owner has 
constructed a system of drains, 
gutters or leaders ... the rule 
of Jessup v. Bamford . . . shall 


| cases where the owner has not 
erected any such system.” 


sed as being that the owner of 
lands has the right to improve 
same, though such improvements 
will cause surface waters to be di- 
verted and accumulated in larg- 
;er quantities on adjacent land 
and that this right is unfettered 
by any consideration of injury 
to others which may be occa- 
sioned by the flow of mere surface 
waters. 

The holding in Saco was sub- 
sequently applied in Pierri where 
it was alleged the abutting own- 
er had allowed the leaders to be- 
come in disrepair and had chang- 
ed the normal flow of roof water 
so that it was discharged on the 
| sidewalk where it froze. The court 
found it of crucial importance 
that there was an absence of any 
evidence to indicate the installa- 
tion was within the limits of the 
public easement. 

The instant case appears to fall 
|within the class stated by the 
|dictum in Saco to be governed 
|by the rule in Jessup. However, 
Since the cited decisions, the Su- 
preme Court, in Armstrong v. 
Francis, rejected the formerly 
recognized rule governing control 
of surface waters as between 
landowners. In the Jessup case 
the court had relied on the for- 
merly recognized rule that “sur- 
face water was the common ene- 
my which every proprietor might 
fight and get rid of as best he 
may”. In Armstrong, however, the 
Supreme Court rejected the “com- 
}mon enemy” rule and declared 
|its “adherence” to the “reason- 
able use” rule laying down the 
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in or} 


The rule in Jessup was expres- | 








test that each possessor is legally 
privileged to make a reasonable 
use of his land, even though the 
flow of surface waters is altered 
thereby and causes some harm to 
others, but incurs liability when 
his harmful interference with the 
flow of surface waters is unrea- 
sonable’. The issue of reasonable- 
ness, said the court, is a question 
of fact depending on considera- 
tion of such factors as amount of 
harm caused, foreseeability of the 
harm which results, the purpose 
of the possessor and all other 
relevant matter. 

While Armstrong Involved a 
dispute between owners of pri- 
vate property and not, as here, 
an alleged invasion of a public 
easement, when it is recognized 
that the “common enemy” rule 
foundation of Jessup is no longer 
the law, the significance of Arm- 
strong in the instant case is em- 
phasized. The doctrine enunciated 
in Armstrong decided after the 
cited cases requires the applica- 
| tion of the “reasonable use” rule 
lin the case at bar. 

Reversed and remanded for ac- 
tion accordingly. 





| COISTITUTIONAL LAW - SUN- 
DAY CLOSING - Chapter 119 
of the Laws of 1959 (Sunday 
closing law) is neither gener- 
| ally unconstitutional nor in vi- 
| Olation of the constitutional 
guarantee of religious freedom. 
|—Chap. 119 of the Laws of 1959 
| Sunday Closing Law) does not 
| violate any constitutional 
| rights of seventh day observers. 
| CONSTITUTIONAL LAW - The 
guarantee of free exercise of 
| religion signifies freedom from 
| government restriction or in- 
| terference, not freedom from fi- 


| nancial sacrifice which obser- | 


vance of one’s religion may en- 


—The incidental hardship occa- 
sioned by a legitimate exercise 
of the police power, even in the | 
area of religion, must be weigh- | 
ed against the requirements of | 


of the general health, safety, | 
morals and welfare. 
SUNDAY CLOSING - The immu- | 
nity conferred by N.J.S.A. 2A: | 
171-4 on Saturday Sabbath ob- | 
servers does not extend to op- | 
enly exposing to sale on Sunday | 


goods in such observer’s line 
of business. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Duffy, J.C.C. rendered July 6, 


1960. Hudson County Court. State 
v. Fass. For appellant - Joseph L. 
Freiman. For the State - David 
M. Satz, Jr., Asst. Atty. Gen. (Ro- 
bert S. Miller on the brief) and 


Frank J.V. Gimino, Ass’t Pros. 
Defendant was convicted in the 
Municipal Court of selling carpet- 


in violation of 
Laws of 1959. 


ing on Sunday 
Chap. 119 of the 
He appeals. 
Defendant is of the orthodox 
Jewish faith and observes Sat- 
urday as the sabbath, keeping his 
store closed on that day and de- 
voting it to religious worship. As 
a consequence he contends: (a) 
he is entitled to the immunity al- 
lowed by N.J.S.A. 2A:171-4 in the 
case of seventh day observers; 
(b) Chap. 119 is violative of the 1st 
and 14th Amendments of the 
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| not be construed to allow any 


Federal Constitution and sections 
Four and Five of Article One of 
the State Constitution. 

Held: Defendant did not come | 
within the protection of N.J.S.A. | 
2A:171-4, which contains the fol- | 
lowing proviso: “This section shall | 

| 





such person to openly expose to | 
sale on Sunday any goods... 
or thing in the line of his busi- 
ness or occupation”. Defendant 
here had openly exposed the pro- | 
hibited merchandise to sale on 
Sunday. 

The opinion of the Supreme 
Court in Two Guys from Harrison 
v. Furman is dispositive of the 
defendant’s contention as to the 
general unconstitutionality of the 


| ernment 


Seven steps that should be tak- 
en by a doctor to avoid malprac- 
tice suits are recommended by 
the AMA News, American Medi- 
cal_ Assn. newspaper. These are 
outlimed in the June 27 issue of 
the publication, as follows: 

Be alert to dissatisfaction and 
uneasiness on the part of the 
patient or his family. Early rec- 
ognition of trouble may give you 
time to repair strained relations. 

Don’t panic when the com- 
plaint or accusation is made. 
There’s a strong temptation to 
argue, alibi, or even retaliate; 
but don’t do it. Just listen care- 
fully and be thankful you may 
be getting advance notice of a 
legal action. 








prohibits the free exercise of re- 
ligion. Construed as a legitimate 
legislative exercise of the police 
power, the incidental or indirect 
hardship that the statute may oc- 
casion, even in the area of reli- 
gion, must be weighed against the 
requirements of the_ general 
health, safety, morals and wel- 
fare of the community. 

Defendant contends he is put 
under a competitive disadvantage 
because his store is closed by rea- 
son of conscience on Saturday 
and legal sanctions on Sunday 
and that his consequent econom- 
ic loss is so great he will be re- 
quired either to yield his means 
of livelihood or compromise his 
religious convictions. 

However, when a person em- 
braces the obligations of a reli- 
| gious sect, he is faced with the 





|cial burdens which that choice} 


entails. The “free” exercise of re- 
|ligion does not logically carry 


tail. | with it the proposition that mem- 


| bers of the sect shall not be called 
| upon to make some financial sac- 
rifice in its behalf. “Free” as used 
in the constitutions is not synon- 
ymous with “at no cost’. It sig- 


|nifies rather an absence of gov- 


restrictions or inter- 
ference. 

The Legislature, by enactment 
of Chap. 119, did not interfere 
with or restrict defendant’s free- 
dom to observe Saturday as a 
religious holiday. Any financial 
inconveniences arising from the 
voluntary cessation of 


|}on a particular day are attribu- 


table to the citizen exercising his 
right to do so. The observance of 
other religious holidays may be 
the occasion of further economic 
hardship. But this is not the con- 
cern of the State. In fact, any at- 
tempt to redress the situation in 
favor of the religious practition- 
er would undoubtedly fall square- 
ly into that category of legisla- 
tion interdicted by the First A- 
mendment. 

The statute is free of any con- 
stitutional infirmity in relation 
to freedom of religion. 

Defendant found guilty. 


| necessity of assuming the finan-| 
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Doctors Told How They May Avoid Suits 


Speak with extreme caution to 
the complaining patient. Above 
all, don’t admit you were at fault. 
Actually, most MDs do not have 
the legal background to deter- 
mine whether they are legally 
responsible for an untoward re- 
sult. 

Notify your malpractice insur- 
ance carrier as soon as you sus- 
pect a malpractice suit is in the 
wind. Any delay may limit the 
chances of preparing an ade- 
quate defense. 

Begin immediately to gather 
your records, reports, and other 
evidence which might be re- 
quired in your defense. Every 
shred of recorded evidence be- 
comes important. But in no case 
should you alter your existing 
records. y 

Don’t be too quick to insist 
that the insurance company set- 
tle a claim out of court. Experi- 
ence has shown that unjust and 
absurd malpractice claims dou- 
ble and triple in areas where an 
MD is found to be a “soft touch.” 

If it is a justified claim, it 
should be settled out of court— 
preferably before a suit has been 
filed. But never settle without 
| having competent legal advice. 





| Announcements 


| David E. Bernstein has termin- 

ated his association with the 
| Newark Municipal Court and is 
| now devoting his full time to the 
| practice of law at 786 Broad St., 
| Newark 2. 


Arthur Slavitt and Ben J. Sla- 
|vitt have formed a partnership 
for the general practice of law 
| under the firm name of Slavitt & 
Slavitt, 17 Academy St., Newark 2. 
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statute. Furthermore, by its char- 
acterization of the statute as non- 
religious and non-sectarian, the 
Supreme Court has considerably 
weakened the thrust of defend- 
ant’s contention that the statute 
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A BREATH OF FRESH AIR 





THURSDAY, 








Two decisions of the Supreme Court handed down last week 
once again reiterate the high standards of public office with which 
the New Jersey Court has become identified throughout the Ameri- 
can bar. In the one case, a unanimous decision upset a resolution of 
the Borough Council of Princeton Borough relating to an urban 
renewal project on the ground that there was a conflict of interest 
in the action (without reference to any question of motive) of two 
Princeton University professors who sat on the council and voted 
in favor of the resolution, where the effect of the urban renewal 
project would be beneficial to the University. Griggs et als v. Prince- 
ton Boro et als., decided June 28, 1960. In the other case, the Court 
applied the common law prohibition against dual office holding, 
which is merely a specific aspect of the conflict of interest rule, to 
unseat a North Plainfield councilman who had taken office as a 
member of the Somerset County Tax Board. Jones et als v. Mac- 
Donald, decided June 28, 1960. These decisions reiterate the policy 
of the Court of requiring undivided loyalty upon the part of public 
officers, regardless of the complexities that may result. (See Driscoll 
v. Burlington-Bristol Bridge Co., 8 N. J. 433 (1952). 

The two opinions from a Court well aware of their practical 
implications, are alike a breath of fresh air in the unredeemed at- 
mosphere of public affairs today. More and more has the layman 
come to look upon the tremendous power wielded by government 
as more responsive to the subtle influences of politics, economic 
pressure, and fraternal bonds than to the simple merits of any issue. 
In private affairs, we can tolerate decision making by the method of 
wheels within wheels’, but in public affairs there can be no com- 
promise with the public sense of injustice 

In the Princeton Borough case, the Court had an excellent 
opportunity in which to reiterate the conflict of interest rule with- 
out in any way reflecting upon the motives of the two councilmen 
concerned. The Borough is a University town, and it is inevitable 
that many actions of the borough council will directly or indirectly 
affect the University interests. There is no suggestion, however, that 
the votes of the two distinguished professors involved, who have 
served over a number of years as members of the borough council, 
ever reflected any actual bias in favor of the University. Moreover, 
coe men have permanent tenure at the University, and would be 

ast likely to color their decisions by any personal considerations. 
Ne everthel ess, as Justice Burling wrote for the court, “the mere 
existence of a conflict, and not its actual effect, requires the official 
action to be “invalidated.” In other less well governed communities, 
the potential conflict of interest is usually not so obvious, but its 
effect may be more pervasive. The Princeton decision has some 
unfortunate practical aspects locally, in delaying a desired urban 
renewal project, but this may be a small price to pay for a state 
wide prophylactic effect on the sensibilities of some municipal 
councilmen. 

In the North Plainfield case, it was hardly possible to expect a 
different result in light of the previous decision of the court in 
DeFeo v. Smith, 17 N. J. 183 (1955). There the Court found incompat- 
ibility between the office of county freeholder and of county tax 
board member. 

These latest two decisions should serve to spark a re-examina- 
the whole subject of dual office holding in municipal gov- 

hroughout the st By rule of court, no longer 
licipal magistrate to serve as municipal attorney, 
li many municipal attorneys who are seeking to 
to municipal boards of adjustment, despite the 
admonition that quasi-judicial bodies 
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municipality is in effect a party. In some counties, 
y secut or may also be serving as attorney to one or 
despite his obvious duty to enforce the law 


trinal AFRria 
$ municipal oniciais. 


WwW eintraub wrote in the North Plainfield case, 











that an office —— crn his duties 

he doctrine of inc y is intended 

he doct 1e applies in- 

natter how worthy the 

In an obvious refer- 

incompatibility in a 

wnship attorney, the 

re mindful of other litiga- 

$ hence it is par ticularly ap- 

more ‘than this case requires.” All that has 
fir 


of course, similarly confined to the decided cases. 


| 


|resist reading 


take a bar examination again| ments hoping that the examiner 
would assume that you wrote one | 


(two times having been more than 
par for the course) I could not 
“Suggestions 


| Answering A Bar Examination”. 
| You see, I am a firm believer in 


post-legal education. 

At first, I just skimmed through 
the suggestions. I found myself 
wholly in accord with the injunc- 
tion to “Write Clear, Concise, 
Grammatical English”, under 
which heading I noted the advice 
to “Avoid long, involved senten- 
ces.” Upon a less hasty perusal, 
however, I found this sentence: 
“You have shown that you were 
not thinking at all when you 
wrote your answer; or that you 





Law Should Serve As 
Shield And For Social 
Progress Law Prof. Says 





ANN ARBOR (ACCN) — Law 
should serve both as a Shield 
against official abuse and as a 
sword for social progress, Prof. 


W. Burnett Harvey of the Univer- 
sity of Michigan Law School in- 
dicated here. 

Delivering the last in a series 
of seven lectures on “Post-War 
Thinking About the Rule of Law” 
at a two-week summer school for 
lawyers, Harvey said: 

“Governmental intervention 
not a panacea for all our ills. But, 


is 


| in a complex technological society 


ours, we will encounter prob- 
lems which demand more vision, 
more resources, more discipline 
and sometimes more altruism for 
their solution than we can expect 

from individuals or voluntary as- 
sociations. 

‘When such problems are en- 
countered, we should not be de- 
terred by any of the scare labels 
from using the resources of gov- 
ernment and the instrumentality 


like 


On | 


| concise 
}much can be s 


| piring 


of law as a means to social prog- 


ress. 


“Particularly in the less devel- 


oped areas of the world, such an | 


affirmative response of govern- | 
human needs | 


ment to pressing 


seems to provide the only hope | 
. of removing the grinding heel | 
of poverty from the masses of | 


the people.” 

“In considering the means of 
acceptable channeling of 
awesome power of the modern 


state, our primary consideration 


the | 


should be on the ultimate values | 


we accept and 
serve,” he continued. 
The chances of 
maintaining this ideal 
improved under the 
conditions, Harvey added: 


lat 


intend to pre- | 


| 


securing and|Committee are to confer with 
can be| representatives 
following | profess 
| affecting both profes. 
—A written constitution postu- | develop ways and means of im- 
ing fundamental rights of man.| proving relations between them. 


“Certainly this is not essential to | 


the attainment or preservation of | appointment of the following Din- 
but there | ner Committee to arrange the 
a widening perception of its|1961 Annual Dinner of the Asso- 
| ciation: 


the ideal of just law, 


utility 

—A 
ances. 
which 


to this end.” 

system of checks and bal- 
“This provides a basis on | 

the action of any one agen- 





| 
| 
| 


cy can be reviewed. It also opens | 
up to popular inspection and po- | 
litical response many of the most | 


critical 
incidence of public force.” 

—A means for regular and re- | 
liable modification of official ac- 


decisions affecting the | 


tion, both through the assertion | 
of individual grievances and by 


popular demand. “The emphasis 
here is not on the importance of 
an independent judiciary for the 
settlement of private disputes, but 
on the existence of tribunals for 
the review of official action. 
“Just law cannot be maintained 
over extended periods if govern- 
mental response to changes in the 
dominant values and interests of 
the community depends on pater- 
nalistic voluntarism, or can be 
secured only by violent revolu- 
tion in the face of the enormous 


power advantages of the modern | 


state.” 


of them inadvertently, 


meant to write the one that sup- 
ports your ultimate conclusion.’ 
There is a nice long sentence, if 
I ever read one. Yet, I submit, 
could the author have improved 
the method of communication by 
chopping it up into a number of 
short sentences? I doubt it. 

As an example of “long” and, 
sometimes ‘involved’ sentences, 
I would offer Justice Case’s dis- 
senting opinion in Winberry v. 
Salisbury. I challenge anyone to 
improve upon its forcefulness and 
persuasiveness by redistilling it 
into innumerable “short” and 
“uninvolved” sentences. Although 
there is much to be said for short, 
sentences, equally as 
aid for those hav- 
ing length. Compare, for example, 
the combination of both kinds, as 
used in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. 

Literary style is peculiar to the 
individual. Assuming that the as- 
advocate is a reasonabl} 
well educated person, why not 
examine him on his legal know- | 
ledge, if any, 
own method of exposition? 
penalize him if he, 
other compositors of legal litera- | 
ture, indulges in the only style 
which — to him — is possible. 

Yours very truly, 
Joseph A. Davis. 


and permit him his |} 
Why 
like many | 


Essex County Bar Ass'n 


Additional Committees 
Appointed 


Israel B. Greene, President of 
the Essex County Bar Association, 
has announced the appointment 
of the following legal-medical 
committee :— 

John A. Gleeson, Chairman 

Arthur F. Mead 

Guy H. Haskins 

Everett T. Denning 

Herbert E. Greenstone 

John W. O’Brien 

John W. McGeehan, Jr. 

William P. Braun 

Murray G. Simon 

Donald A. Robinson 

Herbert Klosk 

Alexander Avidan 

Jacob L. Balk 

Mrs. Mabel L. Richardson 

Herman M. Wilson 

Harry Cohn 

The primary purposes of this 


of the medical 
sion and discuss problems 
Sions, and to 


Mr. Greene also announced the 


Nathan Cholodenko, Chairman 
Louis S. Cohen, Vice-Chairman 
Nathan Turesky, Treasurer 
John J. Budd 

Arthur J. Connelly 

Jacob J. Greenman 

Morris N. Hartman 

Irving L. Hodes 

Stanley H. Needell 

Julius P. Litwack 

John W. Noonan 

Murray G. Simon 

Herman J. Harris 

Willard G. Woelper 

Alfred I. Manson, Jr. 

Edward J. Brown 

Frank L. Bate 


|} tion award resulting from 


and that | 
he would assume that you really | 


’| bargaining 


| Cause 


| obliged to pay benefits provid 
“ | by NJ.S.A. 43:15A-41(c), consis. 
| ing duct 

|at time of pensioner’s de 


| his 





Essex Bar Foundation 
Library Hours 


The Essex County Bar Founda- 


tino library will be closed Satur- 


days during July and August. It | State v: 
will be open at its regular hours | Div. 
weeks, Monday | cided June 30, 1960) 


during these 


through Friday, 9 AM.-6 PM! 









ceedings in which plaintiffs 
they were not represented ;- 
to have issues submitted to 2 
tration pursuant to collect, 
agreement ur 
claim em 


Nrinr ws 





which plaintiffs 
ment seniority. In the prior y 
ceeding the arbitrator had }:-: 
that the acquisition had dissy-. 
ed the acquired company 2: 
ended the seniority rights of 
employees in defendant acgqy:. 
ing company. As plaintiffs 2: 
seeking relief under the Arpbit::. 
tion Act their failure to br:: 
this action within three mon: 
of the award bars relief un: 
the Act, N.J.S. 2A:24-7. Nor h:- 
their unsuccessful federal! ac: 
for alleged breach of the colle. 
tive bargaining agreement stays: 
the running of the limitation +. 
their recourse 
eral courts in the maiter was + 
untary. 









to 


| DeNike v. Board of Trustees, Stay 
| Employees’ 
| (A-780-58, 


Retirement System 
decided June 27, 1% 
defendant pension 


Held 








of accumulated d 





interest plus one and a half tim: 
annual compensation 


| plaintiff wife of deceased borouz 


clerk. Deceased had filed on J 
uary 20, 1955 to retire on Mar: 
lst. On March 15th defendant 
proved his retirement, 
March Ist, and deceased 
April 4th, before receiv 
retirement check.N.J.S.A. 
50 provides that no optio 
tirement selection shall | 
tive if beneficiary dies w 
days after retirement and 
retirement was retroacti 
date of the retirement fr 
the 30 days are to be cal 
the date the board appr 
retirement, i.e., March 15t! 
deceased died within 30 
that date he died a 
member” of the pension 
Also noted that time ex 
should be permitted Be 
obtain judicial review 
ex parte takeiancatioe dete 
ation. 













an 








Valonis v. Township of Cinn- 
minson (A-96-59, decided Jur: 
28, 1960) 


Full digest on page 2. 
Thompson v. Breslove et al (4- 
255-59, decided June 28, 1960 

Full digest on page 2. 

DeAsio v. City of Bayonne + 
369-59, decided June 27, 1960 

ull digest on page 1. 
Schisano vy. Brickseal Refractor 
Co. et als (A-266-59, decided Ju: 
27, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2. 
Gellenthin vy. J. & D., Inc. 
59, decided July 1, 1960) 

Full digest on page 3. 

COUNTY COURT 
In re Estate of Markewitsh | 
saic Co., Probate Div 
decided June 30, 1960) 

On application for orde 
tribution, where Pate 
dent died intestate + 
next of kin his wife and 
both of whom reaiee 
iet Union, ordered that 
involved in the estat 
ited with the County 
the benefit of such next 
pursuant to NJS. 
ther than be sent t< 
Soviet Union. In letter e 
27, 1960 the U. S. Dept 01 © 
called attention to federa 
tion authorizing Secret 
Treasury to determine 
to which U. S. Treasury 
for pensions etc. may not 
because local conditio 
assurance of their re 
use by recipient. The - 
countries includes the 
ion. oo. 
Fass Cte | Co. 
App. 


A-2.- 
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Full digest on page 3. 
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Sunday Closing 





area. The test of constitutionality 





U.S. District Court Decision 
—— eee (Continued from page 1) 
coONTRACTS— ation of the contract by the other 


School supplies 
Sporting goods, bicycles 
Stationery supplies 


party. 

The defendant’s preach of the 
agreement as to down payment 
went to the very essence of the 
contract and thus authorized 
plaintiff to rescind the agree- 
ment. When a breach of contract 
permitting rescission occurs, the 
consider 


Plaintiff entered into an agree- | 
ment with defendant whereby 
waintiff licensed to defendant | 
the exclusive right to make and 
“]] certain devices which had 
een developed by plaintiff. The 
agreement provided for payment 


¢ $30,000 on execution and for 


needlework 











ent of royalties on sales Offended party may ; clude: 
after with minimum quar- | ‘he contract rescinded and him- abies 
ny rovalties on one device of | Self exonerated or sue on the| ee 
ep pee $: -ontract for such damages as he | seh 
$1,000 and on the other of $2,000. — wher Drugs, chemical, allied 
The agreement was signed Dec. has thereby sustained. Though euctiunte 


plaintiff purported to act under 
paragraph 11 of the agreement 
authorizing termination by it by 





og 
0, 


1958. Despite the written 


Paper, allied products 
ment, plaintiff on the plea I A p 








? defendant, agreed to accept } RET SES 
natal $3,000 in six succes- | 30 days notice in event of default | ———o ry, CGuipanesit, 
» monthly instalments of | by defendant, the effect of plain- | iene _ 

mor ove " >talS 


tiff’s notice, when construed with | 
regard to the language of the| 
entire contract and considered in | 
the light of the circumstances | 
existing at the time, was in es- 
sence the same as a notice of 


33 000 each. The agreement fur- 
‘ner provided defendant could 
+e ite the license at any time 
t such termination would 
fect payment of accrued 

_and that plaintiff could 


Scrap, waste materials 


Magazines, newspapers 
Fuel, coal, ice, logs 
Petroleum products 









: : eneral line i 
te the agreement on 30 election to rescind, and the court yer 1e electrical 
tine ault by de-| so finds. Say 
days notice after default by de- |* i Wiring supplies 
‘endant, such termination not to laintiff seeks equitable relief. Glass 


he obligation to pay ac- 
yyalties. Defendant made 
the $5,000 payments and 
defaulted. Plaintiff there- 
by letter of March 4, elect- 
terminate the agreement. 
irch 26, defendant gave 
to plaintiff purporting to 
n and rescind the agree- 
t and demanding return of 


nere- 


t seeks to enjoin defendant and 
be restored to status quo. It ex- 
pressly disclaims any desire for 
enforcement of the contract or 
for damages arising thereunder. 
Plaintiff must itself therefore do 
equity. Since the plaintiff’s notice 
amounted to a rescission, plain- 
tiff thereby assumed the obliga- 
tion to restore defendant to the 
status which it occupied before 
the contract was entered into 
and would normally be obligated 
return the $10,000 received. 


Restaurant, 

Printing equipment and 
supplies 

Rope, cordage 

Dental supplies 








supplies 
Beauty, barber supplies 
Janitors’ supplies 
Laundry, dry cleaning sup- 
plies 


Shoe s 






+ 
U 


ausuta. 


ervice, supplies 


‘complaint seeks payment Undertakers’ supplies 
srtakers’ s 2S 


to 


the $20,000 balance on the fe : . : 

” payment. the guaranteed But plaintiff, at defendant’s re- Upholstery materials 

ab Vays ’ c GALL : . P : 

a a “ie € quest, performed engineering and Aircraft, aeronautical 

1] for the first quarter, and gait. : 

a re s ve designing services reasonably equipment, parts 

mpensation on the theory of cree ; ; Bae 

ntum meruit for services ren- | Valued at $10,000. Since defend- Wallpaper 

J + defendant’s request in| 2t also elected to rescind the Marine machinery, equip- 
agreement, though ineffectually, ment 


igning the device: for | ‘ y , 
: : it was obligated to restore plain- Railroad equipment 


’ production. Defendants 





end they are not liable for tiff to its status quo and this can Iron, steel, scrap dealers 

lance on the $30.000 be- only be done by paying for the Motor boats, yachts, boats, 
. saving clause in the | Services performed by _ plain- _ canoe _ . 

specifies “rovalties” tiff. Therefore any obligation Nursery ack, scons, farm 

down payment is not which would otherwise exist on and garden supplies. 
ionated a royalty, and further plaintiff to Tepay to defendant _ The majority refused to call 
: reason of plaintiff's mis- the $10,000 is offset by defend- Chapter 119’s last ification arbi- 
resentations. defendant had| 22's indebtedness to plaintiff trary as a 1 el of law and 
right to and did rescind the | ° the theory of quantum mer- remanded : pu plaintiffs to 
for fraud on March 26 “t for these services. soni ac ernie ees iso 
d ntitled to return of the Plaintiff seeks to enjoin re obras pied a nes boi court 
$10,000 paid by it. fendant from using or dealing|(2.°W Ne enity 01 judgment on 
: : é ; ‘ ©|the pleadings for defendant. No 
Held: There was no claim of With the devices, and seeks 4! evidence had therefore been in- 
7aud prior to the letter of March return of = the devices _and | troduced in the case. And a mo- 
defendant has not 4%4@Wings, based on the disaffirm- tion for judgment on the plead- 


ance or rescission of the agree- 
ment. As a general rule, a remedy 
based on the theory of affirmance 
of a contract is inconsistent with 
a remedy arising out of the same 
facts and based on the theory of 
its disaffirmance or rescission. 
Having elected to rescind, plain- 
tiff cannot claim the balance of 
the $30,000 deposit. Judgment 





+h 


|ings assumes the truth 
tions in 
plaintiff's 
plaint that tk 
arbitrary 
rate pending 
The dissenters 
the classification in 
is so palpably arbitrary and dis- 
criminatory that it must be con- 


a case of fraud. The u 
is to the contrary. The 
termination 
to defendant was : 
lance with the pro 
eement and jus 
the obligation 
ie down payment. The 
d rescission by defenc 
e already duly termin- 


complaint. 
char the com- 
‘lassification was 


ve 


iven 


g in 







e 


¢ 


11 of the matter. 
yncluded that 


tr 

ata 
IT 
| 


A 


2 agreement was a futile and accordingly. demned as unconstitutional on | 
fective act by one party Opinion by Wortendyke, J. in| the record now before us.” 
previous default had al- Invengineering v. Forreger, Civil; Successful evaluation of the| 


justified the prior termin- No. 465-59, filed June 14, 1960. division in the 
















E must follow ognition of the 
method by \ in the last an- 
alysis, classifications inevitably 


must be judged. The cases cited 
above which deal with the rea- 
sonableness of particular classi- 
fications seem fall into two 
groups. The simply quotes 
general constitutional principles 
{and upholds the law in issue 
| Without coming to grips with its 
factual implications. But the bet- 
| ter reasoned cases dwell on fact- 
ual comparisons between the ob- 
jects within 
specified class, and show wherein 
the sameness and difference lies. 
In the last analysis, these too are 
unsatisfactory, but necessarily 
so. Determination of whether 
the selection of a given class is 
| reasonable in relation to a given 
end usually must be a subjective 
process. Especially in dealing 
with classification of commod- 
|} ities, a court cannot prove or 
even adequately demonstrate 
|how it is reasonable or unrea- 
| sonable. The court can really say 
| only that it conceives or feels the 
| law to be reasonable or arbitrary. 
|And the subjective approach is 
| sanctioned by authorities in this 
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to 
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144 Broad Street Newark 2, N. J. 


Phone: MArket 2-2868 








Textiles, patterns, notions, 
laces, trimmings, ribbons, 


Toys, games, hobby items.” 
Other categories of items not 
touched by the new law in- 


Hardware, plumbing, * * * 


Amusement, sporting goods | 


Office machines, equipment 
hotel supplies 


Surgical, medical, hospital 


of allega- | 
Thus, 


presumed accu-| 


“Chapter 119} 


court on the point | 


and without the| 





is whether the court can conceive 
of any state of facts which would 
support the classification; judi- 
cial experience and reactions are 
proper tools. See N. J. Restaurant 
Assn.~v. Holderman, supra (24 
N.J. at 301). 

Turning to the position of ma- 
jority and dissent in Two Guys 
as they relate to the classifica- 
tion employed in Chapter 119, 
both have persuasive and con- 
vncing force. The dissenting 
position noted a marked absence 
of a rational selection based on 
substantial differences between 
items whose Sunday sale is ban- 
ned and those whose sale is not. 
The dissenters pointed out that 
“no place of business is requir- 
ed to close down, even the ones 
normally dealing in the banned 
| goods; everyone else may manu- 
facture, sell and service at will.” 
| And they concluded that the ir- 
|rational classification violates 
/equal protection of the law. 

The argument is well taken. 
Whatever the legislative objec- 
tive, as discussed above, the 
classification would seem to bear 
no reasonable relation to the pol- 
ice power aim. To attain the 
| status of rationality, the classifi- 
cation of Chapter 119 must de- 
monstrate a reasonable distinc- 





| 





specifically and primarily draw 
| motorists to the highways for 
| the purpose of purchasing them, 
|}and those items which do not. 
|The conclusion is accurate whe- 
ther the purpose of Chapter 119 
is assumed to be economic pro- 
tection of the city merchant 
from Sunday sales by highway 


| 


stores or whether, on Justice 
|Burling’s hypothesis, the act 
|}seeks to eliminate the evil of 


| Sunday highway traffic conges- 
| tion. From this perspective, it is 
|indeed difficult to ascertain a 
difference between items banned 
|and those unaffected which 
| vould rationally justify the leg- 
islative selection. Stores are not 
closed. And the commodities ex- 
empted from this ban seem 
equally capable of drawing peo- 
ple to the highways on Sunday. 


tion between those items which | 


On this basis, it 1s possible to 
declare the classification em- 
ployed in Chapter 119 arbitrary 
on its face. 

However, upon the basis of the 
“hitting the evil” doctrine, the 
thesis of the majority is also rea- 
sonable and proper. Chief Jus- 
tice Weintraub noted the broad 
legislative power to classify. He 
indicated that absent “a compel- 
ling showing to the contrary” 
the judiciary “must assume. . 
that the legislature found the 
items dealt with by Chapter 119 
are the ones which, above and 
beyond all others, are provoca- 
tive of the problem; that the 
elimination of their sale on Sun- 
day will remove the undue in- 
terference with the opportunity 
of the citizens for relief from 
the stress of everyday pursuits.” 
In other words, the legislative 
formula need not be all-inclusive 
but may proceed “step by step” 
and, faced with the practicalities 
of enactment and enforcement, 
the legislature may strike at the 
evil where it feels it most. On the 
|record before the court, the ma- 
| jority felt powerless to say that 
| the legislature had not singled 
jour those items which constitut- 
ed saliant aspects of the “evil” 
|and which might be condemned 
|as the major factors in dislocat- 
|ing the Sunday picture: 

“We must uphold a classifi- 
cation unless it is plainly de- 
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monstrated to be capricious. 
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- 


the quantum and nature of ‘the 
| activity and its impact upon the 
| opportunity for relief from the 


The required showing is not peouiar routine.” At any rate, the 
made merely by contrasting) majority indicated they were un- 


items which may and may not 
be sold. The relative utility of 
such items may be wholly un- 
related to the degree of Sun- 
day activity which their sale 
incites and to the relief which 

a ban upon them will accom- 

plish.” 

Thus, when the “hitting the 
evil” premise is accepted, the 
majority conclusion is justifiable 
and valid. And ‘it should be em- 
phasized that on the basis of the 
doctrine, the majority did not 
sustain the constitutionality of 
the classification but rather only 
refused to invalidate the legisla- 
tive selection as a matter of law. 
Whether it is in fact arbitrary 
involves a different question, one 
which was reserved. As stated 
above, the matter was remanded, 
extending to the plaintiffs the 
opportunity to prove that, in fact, 
the classification fails to effect- 
uate the legislative goal. 

C. 
THE LOCAL OPTION FEATURE 
OF CHAPTER 119 

Chapter 119 provided that it 
“shall not become operative in 
any County” unless approved by 
the voters at county-wide refer- 
endum. Plaintiffs charged that 
the provision constituted an un- 
lawful delegation of legislative 
power. The majority, denying 
plaintiffs’ contention, sustained 
the validity of the local option 
technique in New Jersey and its 
specific use in Chapter 119. The 
majority, naturally construing 
Chapter 119 as an independent 
enactment, indicated the evil to 
be remedied by the act was not 
necessarily of ‘uniform concern 
throughout the State.” In other 
words the Sunday sale of those 
commodities specified in Chap- 
ter 119 might not unwarrantedly 
intrude upon the Sunday peace 
in all localities. Rather, as the 
majority surmised, “local differ- 
ences may well exist in terms of 
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| able to conclude that the legisla- 
tive decision to follow the local 
option approach was unreason- 
able: 

“We see no constitutional 
reason why the subject is in- 
appropriate for local decision 
by referendum. We must as- 
sume the legislature, in its dis- 
cretion, found a _ reasonable 
basis for local preference.” 

Similarly, the majority refused 
to hold unreasonable the legisla- 
ture’s choice of a county, rather 
than a municipal, unit on refer- 
endum because of their view that 
the problem created by pursuit of 
the activities proscribed by 
Chapter 119 might well transcend 
“municipal lines.” 

The referendum provision pos- 
ed no problem to the majority 
because of their conclusion that 
Chapter 119 has superseded the 
basic act and stood independ- 
ently. When so viewed the refer- 
endum feature of the law per- 
mitted county voters to decide 
whether the Sunday commerce 
prohibited by the act occurred 
within their county and, if so, 
whether the opportunity for Sun- 
day relaxation was being so im- 
pinged as to require elimination 
of the activity. The situation is 
similar to that in other cases in 
which the local option technique 
was sustained. The only issue re- 
quiring judicial inquiry concerns 
whether there exists a rational 
basis for the legislature’s deci- 
sion to leave the matter to local 
decision. But, as the majority 
noted, if the basic act had not 
been superseded, plaintiffs at- 
tack upon the propriety of the 
referendum procedure in Chapter 
119 might have had persuasive 
effect. For as a penalty-imple- 
menting supplement to the basic 
act Chapter 119 would perhaps 
have been vulnerable to the 
charge that it illegally delegated 
legislative power by extending to 
each local unit the right to de- 
termine whether the State-wide 
policy manifested by the basic 
act would be observed within its 
boundaries. Though the major- 
ity result moots the issue, it none- 
theless warrants discussion es- 
pecially since two members of 
the court did believe Chapter 
119 should have been construed 
as a supplement. 

The question of whether the 
legislature may permit political 
subdivisions to decide at referen- 
dum whether or not to follow a 
State policy has not been passed 
on in New Jersey. In Paul v. 
Gloucester County, 50 N. J. L. 585 
(E. SA. 1888) and like cases 
which sustained local option pro- 
visions dealing with liquor laws 
(see cases cited in majority 
opinion), the judiciary was never 
confronted with a legislative de- 





claration of State policy that 
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|sale of liquor was inimicable to 








the public health, safety and 
morals. That question was always 
left to a local body. Research 
has disclosed only two cases in 
the country dealing with this 
question. In Ness v. Ennis, 160 
Atl. 8 (Ct. App. Md. 1932), a state 
law existed which regulated Sun- 
day observance. The legislature 
then passed a statute providing 
that the state Sunday law would 
not apply in the City of Balti- 
more if, by a referendum vote, 
the citizens of the city showed 
they did not want the Sunday 
law to apply. The court upheld 
this statute. Thus, the court im- 
pliedly held that it was not im- 
proper to permit a municipality 
to decide for itself whether it 
should follow or reject the de- 
clared policy of the state. 


In Western Ry. of Alabama v. 


Capital Brewing & Ice Co. (59 | 
So. 52 (Sup. Ct. Ala. 1912) ) the} 


court was called upon to decide 
whether a local option liquor law 
repealed an earlier statute pro- 
hibiting the transportation of 
liquor. An act of August 9, 1909, 
prohibited the sale, manufacture, 
etc. of “prohibited liquors.” (de- 
fined in the act). An act of Au- 
gust 25, 1909 prohibited shipment 
of liquor. On February 21, 1911 
the legislature enacted a statute 
providing for a local referendum 
to decide whether the sale, etc., 
of liquor should be permitted in 
each of the counties. Plaintiff in- 
stituted a mandamus suit to com- 
pel a carrier to transport liquor 
from a “wet” to a “dry” county. 
The court held that the local- 
option law did not repeal the Act 
of August 25, 1909 prohibiting 
transportation of liquor; thus the 
transportation of liquor from a 
“wet” to a “dry” county was pro- 
hibited. In answer to the argu- 
ment that the Act of 1911 repeal- 
ed the earlier acts of 1909, the 
court said: 

This position is not tenable. 
The recital of the acts shows, 
first, what ‘prohibited liquors’ 
means; second, that the sale 
of them is still unlawful under 
the general laws of Alabama, 
and the later acts are based 
upon the fact that this is the 
general law and policy of the 
state of Alabama, and provide 
merely that the sale, etc., of 


the same may be legalized in; 


the towns and cities of the 
state by a vote of the people. 
As to all other places, and as 
to all other parts of said acts 
not authorized to be changed 
by the vote of the people, the 
law necessarily remains just as 
it was before.” (59 So. at 54) 


Thus, the Alabama court agreed 
(by implication) with the Mary- 
land court that the general pol- 
icy of the State could be dis- 
carded in a particular locale by 
a referendum vote. 


However, the thesis of the 
above cases is unsound and un- 
reasonable. From both a legal 
and policy standpoint, it is 
doubtful that the Legislature can 
validly grant local governmental 
units the choice of observing or 
disregarding established State 
policy. And if Chapter 119 had 
been viewed as a supplement to 
the basic act, its referendum pro- 
vision would have had precisely 
this effect. As supplementary leg- 
islation, Chapter 119 would have 
inherited the objective of the 
basic act, the statute it comple- 
mented, to establish a day of 
rest in the interests of the public 
welfare. And, assuming for pres- 
ent purposes that its classifica- 
tion was reasonably related to 
this goal, the enactment would 
have stood for the following leg- 
islative declaration: 1.) the basic 
act reflects a State policy which 
prohibits most Sunday activity 
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|of local concern. The situation 


| may validly depend upon the de- 


| ed. 
| basic act, the legislature had al- 
| ready declared that the evil aim- 


as the means of eliminating the 
State-wide “evil” created by un- 
interrupted commerce; 2.) the 
penalties provided in Chapter 119 
will adequately restrain this evil 
on a State-wide basis; 3.) each 
county, however, may nonethe- 
less decide for itself whether it 
wants to expel this evil and thus 
whether it will comply with State 
policy by adopting the means to 
enforce it. 

The matter was not properly | 








| was not one in which regulation 


|cision at referendum of each 
|local unit as to whether a par- 


'ticular evil exists within local 


| boundaries and should be abat- 
(See Jamounea v. Harner, 16 


N. J. 500 (1954) ). For in the 


ed at existed in every part of the | 
State. And it follows that elimin- 
ation of that particular evil by 
the Legislature should have been 
undertaken on a mandatory} 
State-wide basis. Only such an} 
approach would have accorded 
with the policy of the basic act. 
The local option procedure on | 
the other hand, invited frustra- | 
tion of that policy. | 

The conclusion is sound 
whether the basic act is viewed | 
in isolation as a toothless policy | 
declaration because devoid of a} 
penalty provision or whether the | 


were subject to penalty under | 
the criminal law. Upon the first | 


have disapproved Chapter 119 at | 
the polls and thus ignored State | 


refusing to adopt the means nec- 
essary to effectuate it. Upon the 
second hypothesis, a negative 
vote would have frustrated State 
policy because it would have re- 
jected the additional remedies to 
secure proper observance of the 
Sunday ban which the legislature | 
considered necessary to fulfil- 
ment of the basic act’s objective. 





that the legislature desired local | 
decision because it believed the | 
type of Sunday activity specified | 
in Chapter 119 might not be so} 
prevalent throughout the State) 
as to necessitate additional pen- 
alty in all counties. But the re- 
| ferendum feature of the law 
| would nonetheless have permit- 
|ted those counties in which ad- 
| ditional sanctions were required, 
to ignore existing State policy 
by refusing to approve the sup- | 


plementary enactment. 








| It is therefore reasonable to | 
conclude that if Chapter 119 had | 
been viewed as a supplement, | 
its referendum provision would | 
have constituted an improper 
| abdication of legislative respons- 
|ibility, as well as an invitation 
| to the several counties to ignore 
the basic public policy of the 
state, and would therefore have | 
; rendered the law void in its en- 
| tirety. 
Ill 
MUNICIPAL REGULATION AS 

AFFECTED BY THE “TWO 

GUYS” RESULT 

The result in Two Guys has 
incidentally created potential 
problems of considerable magni- 
tude. For example, in counties 
where Chapter 119 has been 
adopted, its constitutionality 
might be challenged on the 
ground that the evil to which 
the law is directed—i.e. the leg- 
islatively - determined interfer- 
ences with the opportunity for 
Sunday relaxation—does not ex- 
ist within the county and thus 
that the prohibition does not 
serve any aspect of the public 
welfare. Also, the propriety of a 
municipal enactment identical 
or similar to Chapter 119 might 
be questioned in counties where 
the law has failed to gain ap- 
proval at referendum. It might 
be argued that by indirection, the 
municipality would be violating 
the will of the county populace 





| sess the power, under their 


| the general welfare of their 


broader view is taken which as- | 
sumes violations of the basic act | 


hypothesis, each local unit could! 


policy by the simple expedient of | 


It might of course be argued} 


| the right to engage in pern 


|activity within the interd 
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municipal ordinance would ey. 
ert upon a segment of county 
citizens the restraints of a lay, 
(Chapter 119) which was denjeg 
effect in the county by popu); 
vote and which by its own term; 
is inoperative under such ¢j;. 
cumstances. (On the other hang 
of course, Chapter 119 constitute; 
State-wide policy whether or not 
operative in every county. Ang 
the negative county vote wou; 
not necessarily deter the mur. 


|icipality from dealing with ;; 


own, localized problems}. 

By far the most importa: 
problem, however, concer he 
effect Chapter 119, as construe 
in Two Guys, may have had upo;, 
municipal regulation of Sunda; 
activity. In general, it is cles 
that municipal corporatior 













gated authority, to enact 
day closing measures to f 


izens. (6 McQuillen, Municipa| 
Corporations (3rd Ed. 1949 
§24.189; see, e.g., State v. McGee. 
75 S.E. 2d 783 (N. C. Sup. ¢: 


| 1953); In re Berman’s Petition, 


75 N.W. 2d 8 (Mich. Sup. ¢: 
1956); Rosenbaum v. City ang 
County of Denver, 81 P. 2d 7% 


| (Colo. Sup. Ct. 1938); Komen ys, 


City of St. Louis, 289 S.W. 83 
(Mo. Sup. Ct. 1926). In Ne [- 
sey, municipalities have such at. 
thority by virtue of the Hom 
Rule Act. (R.S. 40:48-1, par. § 
(prevent immorality); R.S. 40:48. 
2 (general police power): Auto- 
Rite Supply Co. v. Woodbridge 





|Twp., 25 N. J. 188, 195 (1957 


Hertz Washmobile System 
South Orange, supra (41 N.] 
Super at 115-116). The questioz 
is, however, whether Chapter 113 
| has circumscribed or limited this 
| authority. 





A 
WHETHER MUNICIPALITIES 
MAY STILL LEGISLATE 
IN THE FIELD 


Whether municipal authority 
has been totally circums 
depends upon whether Chapter 
119 preempted the Sunday clos- 
| ing field. Indicia of possible pre- 
emption include the legislature's 
selection of only certain com- 












|modities to be affected by the 


Sunday sales ban and the Two 
Guys conclusion that, in prohib- 
iting only certain Sunday conz- 
mercial activity, the legislature 
contemplated that pursuits w! 
lay beyond the statute’s F 
diction would be permitted. 0: 
this basis, it is possible to argue 
for a construction which for- 
wards a legislative command 












activities must continue wns 
bridged and unimpeded unu 
further order. Municipal regul:- 
tion of Sunday pursuits beyon¢ 


and unlawful. 


A claim of preemption mig: 
also be founded on the 1 










of Chapter 119 by County-w:t 
units. The choice of such aw: 
could be cited as revealing 3 
policy evaluation that the 4 
pact of the nature and conc 


| tions of modern life defies 20° 


quate treatment of problems ~ 
terms of municipal boundarit 
and requires a broader re 
approach. In Two Guys, “+ 
Justice Weintraub cited the ¢ 
ficulties with which municip 
treatment of Sunday actit 
sometimes faced. Sin a 
types of Sunday activity cannc: 
be “localized by municipal bow" 
daries”, a municipality may = 
itself powerless to “protect itsé 
from the activities of its nee 
bors.” And the Two Guys mai 
ity cited this circumstance * 
one of the factors leading 
enactment of Chapter 119. Be 
cause of the municipal limits 
tions, “pressure developed {0 
state-wide or regional approac® 

The preemption premise ¥* 
specifically raised and authori 
tively settled in Masters-Jers 











Chief 











and the provisions of the State 
law itself. For, in effect, such a 
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Sunday Closing 


justifying the exercise of its 

delegated police power.” 

The veracity of the conclusion 
is evident from another perspec- 
| tive, that of the classification of 

Chapter 119 itself. The classifica- 
tion indicates a legislative deter- 
mination that sale of the speci- 
| fied items unduly impinges upon 


(Continued from page 6) 





Ine. V- Paramus, supra (herein- ‘ 
after cited as “Paramus”). Suit 
«as commenced in 1957 attacking 
, Paramus Sunday closing ordin- | 
“nce, After enacting of Chapter | 
+38 of the Laws of 1958, the ques- 
son of whether that enactment 
superseded the basic act and also 
épreclosed municipal regulation 
“as added by amendment to the 
sretrial order. By the time the 
‘ase had reached the Supreme 
~ourt, Chapter 138 had been de- 
“ared unconstitutional and 
~,apter 119 had been enacted. 
ene Court permitted plaintiffs 
“> press the argument they had 
“sed with respect to Chapter 


engage in Sunday rest, relaxa- 
tion and recreation. But the leg- 
islative selectivity does not sug- 
gest the absence of other unde- 
sirable interferences. Indeed, the 
nature of the classification in- 
fers a design to leave possible 
interferences and other Sunday 
problems which assert them- 
selves on the local scene to local 
regulation. This is so because 
the classification seeks to hit 
the evil in only its most salient, 
compelling aspects. As Chief Jus- 
tice Weintraub stated in Two 
Guys the legislature aimed at 
items which it felt were “provoc- 
ative of the problem” and whose 
elimination would resolve 
“Upon the stated thesis, the leg- 
islature may indeed hit the evil 
where it is felt most in its quest 
| for a reasonable balance of the 
interests involved.” It would 
seem, therefore, that in hitting 
evils which were most provoca- 
tive from a state-wide perspec- 
tive, the legislature contemplat- 
ed its political subdivisions would 
strike at less salient aspects of 
|the problems which demanded 
local attention. In short, in en- 
; ii | acting Chapter 119, the Legisla- 
ay pga oc gpa 2 ‘ture did not intend to circum- 
ae we we tion of the | Scribe municipal license to treat 
exis! of equs! PFO paar tie 7 | its own particular problems or to 
ay.” The pier geen approach and | /¢gislate in accord with its con- 
eee i bps hae us does not | ception of the welfare of its cit- 
ree _, | izens. On the contrary, the leg- 
forbid local regulation of Sunday lislature recognized that local 
ae no — /needs might dictate further reg- 
a . ea expressed in | ulation. And, acknowledging its 
ag na that Chapter 119 did obvious limitations in treating 
sresuppose conduct it did not | localized problems, the legisla- 


aes A _| ture intended to rely on the aid 
ao _— Pcs yp’ a of local government to augment 
epoca an on Gane inn | and add substance to the frame- 
saoweelpe th seis aiiite:| work of its prohibitory scheme. 
eee on a ra aes r a. | By way of emphasis, the suggest- 
ied only on the Sta aie I | ed view of legislative intent finds 
magi to Ske Sait. -” | some possible support in the local 
ther words, Chapter 119 mani-| : f Chapter 119 
ts on the level of State legis- | QPton aspect o - ae 
egg € hi h| Though expressing a state-wide 
ag — bs not | Policy: Chapter 119 permitted 
eM =, — ute Pe cg |each county to accept or reject 
ie of Bese aes "ax tate = | its terms according to public ap- 
Te ean it siiaiitted on the | Prisal of local need. This choice, 
Sate level activities whose per-| demonstrating legislative recog- 
te ggeellae ; | nition of the localized character 
=ssive pursuit was contemplat-| even salient interferences, 
y Chapter 119. But, as the} - Z ‘ 
on recites, Chapter 119 for- | suggests Chapter 119 was in- 
A ‘on atimatine pliner tended to establish a policy which 
senduct it did not proscribe would not only be implemented 
‘tontinee free from all reg- | by its own selection of an area 
interference payne sate i regulation but also by local 
nary, it was not intended to pro- | ‘Teatment of particular needs on 
bit loon] or rotimee tay oe. | both a county and municipal 
“0. local authorities from elim- | tones 
“aung an evil manifest on the} : 
‘ral scene, even though the ac-| Similarly, choice of a county- 
ty giving rise to the local|wide unit does not infer pre- 
lem was not condemned by|emption of municipal regulation 
pter 119 and thus was pre-| but rather suggests the legisla- 
“tly free from interdiction on| ture considered its broader, re- 
%e State level: gional approach appropriate to 
’... Dlaintiffs say the ord-| the nature of the interferences 
€ conflicts with the pol-| with the Sunday peace which it 
“J of Chapter 119 because| found. But no implication may 
-hapter 119 permits whatever | be drawn from this fact that the 
conduct it does not denounce.| legislature failed to recognize 
‘he premise is unsound. Chap-|that other interferences and 
*t 119 does not affirmatively| problems would appear which 
tuthorize the continuance of| would constitute proper subjects 
activities beyond its scope. Al-| for municipal control. Moreover 
‘ough as we pointed out in| in the absence of a more explicit 
Two Guys From Harrison, Inc.,| manifestation of legislative in- 
e legislature in adopting| tent which might be demonstrat- 
“at statute contemplated that | ed by more comprehensive treat- 
“Zen activities beyond the| ment of Sunday activity, a mun- 
“atute’s interdiction will con- | icipality should not be denied the 
“tue unscathed insofar as/|license to legislate though the 
Sate legislation is concerned, | full scope of the problem dealt 
7 there is no evidence of a| with transcends municipal lines. 
“pose to bar local govern-| And fulfillment of the obligation 
zent from dealing with an evil | of municipal government to pro- 
“May reasonably find to war-| tect and further the interests of 
“ant local attention. A mun-|its citizens cannot be denied be- 
“Dality may not authorize|cause similar conditions exist 
“Sat the state statute prohib- | elsewhere or because neighboring 
‘Sin any county in which the | municipalities are not as solici- 
“atute operates, but Chapter | tous over the welfare of their in- 
“19 does not prevent the mun-| habitants. (See Hertz Washmo- 
“ality from proscribing other | bile System v. South Orange, 
“Uvities if there is an evil| Supra (41 N.J. Super. at 119).) 


1 tis 
200 Vs 


The majority opinion was writ- 
n by Chief Justice Weintraub 
no was joined by five members 
“the Court. Justice Francis 













1. The Court denied that 
~napter 119 had preempted mun- 
‘cipal Sunday authority. Chief 


had, among others, reaffirm- 
24 the following facts: “the pol- 
2 power delegated to munici- 
‘ities UR.S. 40:48-2) does and 
ionally may embrace 
ity to legislate on this 
(Sunday activity] ... 
he fact that a municipal- 
s to exert its police 
le neighboring mun- 
remain inert is the} 
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the opportunity of the public to| 


it. | 
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B 
THE SCOPE OF MUNICIPAL 
REGULATION 


In Paramus, the Court specif- 
ically stated that its decision 
dealt only with the specific chal- 
lenges pressed against the ordin- 
ance. The decision, therefore, 
stands only for the proposition 
that Chapter 119 does not forbid 
|municipal regulation of Sunday 
activity, a matter already so de- 
|cided in the majority and con- 
curring Two Guys opinions. The 
question of the extent to which 
municipalities may regulate, 
bearing in mind that Chapter 119 
is directed at salient interfer- 
;ences with citizen opportunity 
| for surcease from work - week 
| pressures, was not raised. Ac- 
| cordingly, it was not decided. 
One point, of course, is clear. A 
municipal ordinance must con- 
form to State policy. In Auto Rite 
Supply Co. v. Woodbridge Twp., 
supra (25 N.J. 188) and Hertz 
| Washmobile System v. South Or- 
;}ange, supra (25 N.J. 207), the 
Supreme Court recognized muni- 
cipal power to legislate in the 
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| a 
from that of compelled inactivity tivity it proscribes was actually 


which the basic act prescribed. 
The ordinance substantially ac- 
cords with the aim of the usual 
type of Sunday law which com- 
pels a day of rest from ordinary 
labor in order to protect the in- 
dixiqual’s opportunity to rest and 
recreate. And bearing in mind 
that the regulation is on the 
Municipal not the State level, it 
is upon this basis that the ord- 
inance and Chapter 119 might 
conceivably be harmonized. 
Chapter 119 condemns the most 
provocative interferences with 
Sunday rest and recreation. The 
discussion in A, supra, indicated 


| that municipal regulation of oth- 


er interferences is permissible. 
In accord with state policy, the 
Paramus ordinance does strike 
at municipally determined un- 
warranted instrusions upon the 
rest and recreational features of 
the day which prevent individ- 


|}uals from rehabilitating them- 


selves from pressures of the past 
work-week. For certainly no inter- 
ference with the opportunity to 
rest and find relief from usual 
tensions is more devastating than 





| field but conditioned the validity 
of municipal Sunday measures 
upon complete adherence to| 


| State Sunday policy, at that time | 
| the basic act’s policy and regula- | 

tory, prohibitory range. (See also | 
| R.S. 40:48-2). | 

Because, with few exceptions, | 
the basic act proscribed most 
Sunday activity, it was not diffi- 
| cult to ascertain whether an or- 
dinance conformed to its policy. | 
| With respect to Chaper 119, how- | 
ever, the question is not so sim- | 
|ple. Specifically, the issue is 
| whether a municipal ordinance 
|}imposing a “blanket ban” on 
| many aspects of Sunday activity, 
| perhaps even with a “day of rest” 
Purpose, is compatible with 
Chapter 119 or whether to con- 
form to present State policy, an 
ordinance must strike at exist- 
ing evils which in fact intrude 
upon the Sunday opportunity for 
surcease from ordinary tensions. 

The best approach is to com- 
mence by discussing the compat- 
ability of Chapter 119’s policy 
and the Paramus ordinance, an 
inquiry which involves the first 
aspect of the issue posed above. 
The Paramus Ordinance adopted 
in tote the terms of the basic act. 
Prior to its ultimate approval, 
the voters of the Borough had 
limited the enactment’s prohibit- 
ory scope by accepting the pro- 
visions of N.J.S. 2A:171-6 at a 
November 5, 1957 referendum- 
(walking, riding, driving for rec- 
reation; hire of conveyances for 
riding and driving; participation 
in any form of recreation, sport 
or amusement; and other sundry 
matters such as the sale of news- 
papers and milk). A lengthy pre- 
amble to the ordinance recites its 
objectives: to serve “the physical, 
intellectual and moral good of 
the community” by providing for 
a day of rest; to eliminate Sun- 
day traffic congestion, caused by 
the operation of highway stores, 
“which prevents the free flow of 
traffic, [and] constitutes an ever- 
present accident hazard...” 

In essence, though its prohibi- 
tion is broader than necessary, 
the ordinance ordains a day of 
rest from the pursuit of ordinary 
callings in order to guard against 
the evils eminating from unin- 
terrupted labor. Its recreational 
license and direction against 
traffic congestion suggests a com- 
plementing goal to protect the 
opportunity of Borough citizens 
to rest and recreate as a means 
of relieving ordinary pressures. 
And it is this recreational aspect 
along with the other activities | 
permitted by the affrmative vote | 
at referendum which causes the | 
policy of the ordinance to differ 
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Sunday labor itself. Thus, even 
though the ordinance’s objectives 
include a policy judgment against 
the evils of uninterrupted labor 


;}and assuming this aim differs 
|from the policy of Chapter 119, 
| still it might be argued that an- 


other goal and the operative ef- 
fect of the ordinance adhere to 
the State aim to remove inter- 
ferences with Sunday rest. 

It must be again emphasized 
that if at all tenable, the above 
hypothesis is possible only be- 
cause the issue concerns the com- 
patibility of a State and Munici- 


pal enactment. If the Paramus | 
ordinance, forbidding Sunday la- | 


bor, was a State law, it would 
hopelessly conflict with the vari- 
ant State policy expressed in 
Chapter 119 which contemplates, 
insofar as State legislation is con- 
cerned, that Sunday activities 
beyond its interdiction will con- 
tinue. No such conflict arises 
vhen a municipal enactment goes 
beyond the prohibitory scope of 
Chapter 119. For, as previously 
stated, in enacting Chapter 119 
the Legislature did not intend to 
prevent local government from 
prohibiting activities which it 
justifiably felt interferred with 
the Sunday relaxation of its citi- 
zens even though the municipally 
condemned conduct was permit- 
ted by Chapter 119. 

However, the above analysis 
may fall before the approach of 
Chapter 119 which imposes no 
blanket ban but selects for con- 
demnation specific intrusions up- 
on citizen opportunity to use Sun- 
day to relieve work-week ten- 
sions. It follows that to accord 
with Chapter 119’s policy, muni- 
cipal regulation must also be di- 
rected at specific evils which in 
fact intrude upon Sunday’s func- 
tion and which are manifest on 
the local scene. In other words, 
the scope of restriction cannot 
extend beyond “interferences” 
actually requiring restriction. The 
Paramus ordinance, with its 
broad prohibition, would thus be 
invalid unless the totality of ac- 


being engaged in on Sunday and 
did present “evils’ demanding 
elimination, “evils”, therefore, 
actually interfering with Sunday 
| as a secular holiday. Such an ap- 
| proach would seem more in ac- 
}cora with Chapter 119 and per- 
haps required by it. Of course, a 
municipality shouid be permitted 
to anticipate deleterious effects 
of certain conduct and prohibit 
jits pursuit before its harmful 
| consequences are experienced. It 
|would be wastefui to force the 
|local body to wait until injury 
| has resulted. And such anticipa- 
| tion would be fair to individuals 
|who might desire to commence 
|operation of an enterprise and 
who regard the license to engage 
in Sunday activity as an import- 
ant consideration in selecting a 
|particular community in which 
to transact business. Such indi- 
| viduals would be forewarned of 
|the municipal attitude toward 
|Sunday commerce in the items 
which their business involves and 
| thus would not suffer loss, either 
|}in economic gain or expectation, 
|}by having their activities pro- 
| scribed after they have invested 
in the enterprise. 





Cc 
“CONCLUSION” 

In conclusion, upon the as- 
sumption that the Two Guys 
result will not be altered either 
upon remand or further appeal, 
the major problems of Sunday 
closing will, in the future, arise 
in the area of municipal regula- 
tion. The question of the permis- 
sive extent of local action under 
the impact of Two Guys raises 
problems which are not sucept- 
ible to definite resolution. How- 
ever, it would not seem amiss to 
forward a tentative conclusion 
which would appear to accord 
most closely with the policy of 
Chapter 119: municipalities may 
impose no blanket prohibitions; 
rather, they may condemn evils 
which in fact exist and which 
require attention; and they may 
take immediate preventative 
measures against activities from 
whose Sunday pursuit prospec- 
tive evils may be reasonably an- 
ticipated. 
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NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 
DlIamond 2-1677 Leonard W. Meyer 











Seymour I. Marcus has been 
admitted to partnership in th 
firm of Levy, Levy and Alber: 
1202 Broad Street Bank Bldg 
Trenton. 


Morton Deitz has moved his 
office to Suite 2-A Lower Pyne 
Bldg., 92-A Nassau St., Princeton 
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Alumni Association committees | under special circumstances. Although a minimum fee schedule is Resident Defendant 400 
for 1960-61 were announced today | recognized as an ethical guide fo: charging for legal services it is Non-resident Defendant . 450 fy 
by William O. Barnes, Jr., presi-| not a substitute for the fair dealing in individual cases concom- | Contested ie 
dent of the State University law| itant with the ethics and honor of the profession. In this regard, 4 Plus trial fee of $150 per diem after first day 500.0 
alumni. attention is called to Canon 12 of the Canons of Professional Ethics Separate Maintenance ‘ 

They are: | of the American Bar Association which have been adopted by sail Uncontested 450.9 

Annual Dinner—Nathaniel L. | Supreme Court of the State of New Jersey (Rule 1:25). | Contested, plus a trial fee of $150 per diem after ; 
Sunshine | The fee schedules below are all exclusive of disbursements wat first day 500.0 

Awards — Professor Malcolm | t@* costs. Where reconciliation proceedings, add to above fees 25 

ais TRANSACTIONS INVOLVING THE SALE OR EXCHANGE Sequestration, in addition to above fees 100 we. 
Talbott, assistant to the dean | | Contempt (Civil) a? 

Law Day—Abraham I. Harkavy | OF REAL PROPERTY Ne Exeat “an é 

Legislative—Hon. Joseph Mel-| Affidavits of Title (standard) $ 10.00 | é i noe : ice Phahteg I 
illo | Affidavits (supplemental) 10.00 | oe ee peonige in! & 

Liaison with School of Law—| Agreements | ws be wae - . ~~ are t Rc wi 9 ‘ sa D 

i P = attorney. He may, however, in charging fees to a 

Hon. Thomas M. Madden and aoa ee | plaintiff or defendant wife, give consideration to 
Hon. Roger M. Yancey | In - 5a. the awarded fee actually collected from the 7 
a stallment 50.00 d 

Membership—Arthur E. Schma- |} ae ; b we es fi husband. 

d | Building contracts (without specifications) 50.00 | : 
uder : a Aaa Separate maintenance agreements 100.0 

| (with specifications) 100.00 | : Se BU. 

1961 State Bar Convention | r With custody provisions 150.4 
Breakfast—Alastair J. Sellar and| Deed (standard) 29.00 nomestic Relations Court 75.00 
nin a. a aeener | Mortgage (Bond or Note) 65 | re re eee : : 13.06 

a a ew ; ow Extension or subordination 20.00 SPECIFIC CIVIL ACTION 
Nominating—Samuel S. Saiber | lati 5.00; Adoption 1500 
Scholarship—Frederic G. Weber| Cancellation pod oa AED — 

es 20.00 If preliminary hearing required 200.9 
Student Orientation — Hon. Discharge - : ™ 
Reese em | Declaration of No Off-set 15.00; Bankruptcy (voluntary) 7 
sen. | Assignments “nares sata Na -_ 
Announcement Judgment 25.00. ae greg peenentings, except Ch. 13) 1,000.06 
pee Rents 25.00 pposition to Discharge lu 
_ Bernard L. Green, Leon M. Rob- | ~peagtl 25.00 | Behalf of Creditor or bankrupt, plus $75 per reg 
inson and Morton Deitz have} = ; hearing day 1000 nat 
formed a partnership to engage | Releases can | a ‘ce 
in the general practice of law| Mortgage aoa Reclamation, uncontested, per diem ae 
under the firm name of Green, | Judgment and eontested per mn Pe 
Robinson & Deitz with offices at General 25.00 Chanee of Mame 1500 | 
Broad Street Bank Bldg., Trenton. Attendance at closing 50.00 | aii per 
|For Buyer or Mortgagee—Package fees seeeresasbllih 130.0 fs 
if . Purchase price or mortgage loan up to $10,000.00 135.00 sae noriien : . mr 
- COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION Additional fee for amounts over $10,000.00 Chattel Mortgages (by notice) vee 100.0 ie 
BRUMBERG, JSUDLOWE When examining abstract of title Vy of 1% Real Property Mortgages y a 

oo  ocrcas When examining title report V4 of 1% ” iy — = fa he — due on - ie 

nstructi ; ape cases 50.00 eal Estate Tax Lien (strict foreclosure 350 dps 

OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES i Cin construction money mortgage cases, add) Be Saas avis an F 
er ao Avenue: Passaic. MN. 1 epresentation of Seller (package fee) : uigiioese a ee 
ie : : a fine = < - Objection to Confirmations 150.0 3S 
Prescott 9-0362 (but not less than aggregate fee for separate i aiaek os Times iy 

instrument services) andiord an - 
a lait ec : : Proceedings for Possession—Uncontested ay “t 
Drawing and filing and superintending service of a Contested (ON BE aon 
Notice of Intention or Stop Notice Replevin ote ae g M ayp] 
‘ W fay N T (Information supplied by Client) 20.00 Without Writ — eae Court oa ‘ati 
Discharge of Notice of Intention 10.00 y Upper Courts : pe in pl 
Leases—Residential (short form) 25.00 With Writ and Bond (any Court)—Trial fee plus 2 sinis 

S ‘@) ] a @) N E a (ines 50.00 CRIMINAL AND QUASI-CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
; = enka ‘ y ici Ss (ies, 

PERSONAL PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS Representing Defendant ee rare 
4 re’ @ i 7 E D VE & Bill of Sale for goods and chattel Tae eieeccadicte ’ = 
€ Conditional Bill of Sale 35.00 hieminaie Assault and Battery Ss rue 
Contract on bulk Sale of Business (excluding real estate) 100.00 Cuiiecen Violation 2 a3 06 Amel 
TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA Chattel Mortgage sg Other mm 
513 MADISON AV.. N.Y. 22, N.Y. Combination Real & Chattel Mortgage 75.00 eka Veiniola: Wheieitieins Spgs 
Examination of Personal Property Search 25.00 | ~ ‘Sided Yebetne ae 200 =" 
en secant 25.00 Reckless Driving 7 ~_ 
me eee? es ee ce ae eu Speeding (where automatic revocation involved) 7 M 
Similar (for husband and wife both) 35.00 et ont Sen 
With trust provisions 100.00 Hither ; 33 
LEGAL FOR BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS Bas tardy 500 = 
Partnerships Liquor License Violation 25 For ¢ 
Agreement ; 50.00 preliminary Arraignment Proceedings 1 C 
Registration of Trade Name 25.00 County Courts 
Dissolution 100.00 Appeals from Municipal Courts Bd 
Corporations (Domestic) ” Motor Vehicle “Om) 
Incorporating and organizing Stock Company 200.00 Drunken Driving 9 M 
fe ] Acting as registered agent (annual) 50.00 Reckless Driving 
Change of Registered Agent and Office 50.00 Hit and Run 
Per Conducting Annual Meeting and filing report 50.00 Speeding (where automatic revocation involved 
Annum Amending Certificate 100.00 ther : 
ae Dissolution by Unanimous Consent 125.00 Bastardy 93 
Dividends Compounded Incorporating non-profit Company ... 50.00 Entry of Plea to Misdemeanor and Securing Order 
_ Quarterly Drawing by-laws and conducting organization meetings 50.00 for Bail 

GER ee 2 Entry of Plea to High Misdemeanor and Securing © 

Y Accounts Insured Obtaining Certificate to do business 150.00 Order for Bail 95 

INSURED Up To $10,000. Certificate of Withdrawal 75.00 Per diem rate in event of trial (Misdemeanor) - 

SELEY. Savings received by Acting as Registered Agent (annual) 50.00 Seueiiie teat ; 
15th of month earn Filing Annual Report 50.00 | Minor Defendants under 16 ” 
from the Ist. Fictitious Business Name (Individual) 25.00 | wrinor Defendants over 16 

— by = both DECEDENTS ESTATES Commercial Collections 

> PSY Oaemge Harn weys. For Ordinary Services from probate or administration to For claims received or forwarded under the Commercial q 

conclusion, but not including litigation or any court Law League the rates of the League will aroiy es, 
appearance except for allowance of account. iS a ee Ay 
When gross estate does not exceed $100,000 5% (Continued on page 9, coi. Oe ile 
$100,000 to $500,000 3% a = — 
SAVINGS and Where attorney assumes substantially the whole burden of RUTH H. KNARR GERARD J. RICHARD> 
LOAN ASSOCIATION the executor’s work the above rates should be KNARR & RICHAR DS 
increased by 1% 
120 So. Orange Ave. bie Mung CERTIFIED SHORTHAND RE - eb - 
Newark 3, N. J. Preparing and filing State Inheritance tax report 50.00 laa a i. 11, NJ. Son ag i 3.4591 
i p Ss € go ¢ fil g) 20.00 ss = js j 
— | Refunding bond an nd releg ase (drawing and filing or ini. Efficient and Conmmeatinn Gert, tue. a 
Announcements —— Oth 





BUSINESS and 


MORTGAGE L Oo A N § 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 





MORGAN CO. ini 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
' 
Report Tells How Bar Ass'‘ns Serve eek Tas ee remteatanseronss eee 
95 6 Publi d Prof H ESTATE OF NATHAN AUGUST, JR., de- | pamamp ¢ = OREEME: ac SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-146 
0. u ic an ro ession ceased ago OF AXEL M. BJORKLUND, de- SUPERIOR Col RT OF NEW JERSEY 
10.% _—_—_————— Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. — : SEX COUNTY 
ws : : ’ ‘ : to the order of DAVID H.| CHANCERY IP IVISION, SEX COUNT 
CHICAGO—The American Bar| portant fields” and added: WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, WIDNDR. Surrogate of the County of Essex, DOCKET NO.’ F-2172-59 
x i j f oe SF wate, om the — < this da ad the application of the under- Between Unique Holding Co., a New Jer- 
Associ jation has published & COM> | It gives a marvelous picture be or as a = oa" yA ego signed, ” Jaebateewateis of said deceased, notice | x.y peters soety Plaintiff, and Thomas Ball, 
prehensi ive report describing spec-|the way that bar associations, aS Saas g dive 0 the cules Ol) natty Gen te te einem of antblie a Defendants. Execution. For Sale of 
0 ae ways state and local bar asso- | large and small, in all parts of the| under oath or affirmation, their claims and | I¢ceased to exhibit to the subscriber. under | Mortza.ed Premises. a 
400.0, ific ways demands against the estate of said deceased | #th vr-affirmation, their claims and demands | };, tue of the above stated writ of 
450 fy ations across the nation are country are rendering outstand- | within nix meautiin freee. Gils: @ata: oes Glee gainst the satate, of ead deconned mith micaeui to me directed, 1 shall expose 
mv Ca i e osec six months , for Sac by Publie Vendue, in Roo -16, 
rp rendering outstanding service” ing service to the legal profess sion | por ll. ie nena So Ee a forever barred from prosecuting or recovering | °° *: pa. DBs Py b neered pe 
500 1 ‘o the — and the legal pro-| and to the public. The recogni- | pagaco® AUGUST ee Se i ieee Tuesday, the 9th day of August, next, at 
bi , SAMUEL DANIELS, Attorney a Sol worst hea ahr ane 30 P.M. (Prevailing Time), all at cer- 
tion given last year’s winners is 7 ig anita CAREY & JARDINE, Attorneys in. eae eee tsad Gud Suanien 
450) 1, eport, enti tled ‘ £1959 AW ard excellent; how ever, I am most | | Maplewo J era ag gs Strect Ye hereinafter particular'y desc ribed, acne 
: : “Thera Summary,” covers the| impressed with the listing of all |‘! a1, <8, Aug. 4, 13 | L.J.—July 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4, 11 he acca tear dace ee? eee 
a hein oe 2 r associ se who submitted entries. Such Dated: July 5, 1960 | BEGINNING on the Westerly side of 
major activities of 34 bar associ- thos| : esi self stitutes a sort | PSTATE OF SIMON H. AMPTON, deceased | STATE OF NEW JERSEY | Hunterdon Street at a point therein distant 
ati ons during the past year. Win- a listing — ing €s a Sore Pursuant to the order of ~~ s H. | omnaaiae an A | 550 feet ———— fro sank Street Byers 
T- | WIENER, Surro f the County of Essex, . ; running along said St Southerly 25 feet; 
n the competition sponsor- othe ens e mention or any 0 this Ge made he application of the a to whom these presente may come, | sina Wastents angles to Hunterdon 
pgs 7 ‘ 1 g vy | undersigned, ; of said deceased, reeting: | Street 100 e Nortierly parailel 
0 — a We aomameced Additional information about | Sane . hereby to the create of WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | with Hunter Street 25 feet and thenee 
August. The summary ana-|_ ere EP RRR GE a Seaton ant t to the subscriber, | >¥ duly authenticated record of the proceed: | pacterly 100 feet to Hunterdon Street and 
: th tivities of the com- bar association activities discussed | under oath or ion, their claims and | ‘"g8 for the voluntary dissolution thereof | point and place of Beginning 
zing the acti we - ee , btained | demands against estate of said deceased | 2¥ the unanimous consent of all the stock- | °”’},.5.. 169 Map ‘Thos ¥. “Jolaan 
OS ea oq|in the report may be obtained | demands against the estate « I 
no associ prepared 2 F ; is .y | holders, deposited in my office that Rblensitesn 
g associations was | pa re within six m m this date, or they propert 
e ABA Coordination Service without cost by writing the Co- will be foreve ed from prosecuting or “BAUER REALTY COMPANY, INC.” ‘ teing also known and designated as 121 
gee d win Tey the ordination Service, American Bar | recovering the s SERN Ce SEE, |S es os ite eet tee Pe eoaet! | Hunterdon Street, Newark, New Jersey. 
sl scripes tI Sane ’ tRY J. CUTTLER, Attorne office is situated at No. 987 ton Avenue, Hie aporoaimate ant of the: Juiamhend 
eeepc “ a _ “<4 r Association, 1155 East 60th Street, Stan Hy aor 8 2 7 in the Town of Irvington, County of Essex = Saat ed Re es ae fe planet of Wous 
carried out by bar associa- Chicago 37 " Hlinois liz, State of New Jersey aie | housand, Four Hundred and Eighty-one 
s mpaiens Lite enw . 2 8 g 1 being the agent therein and in charge thereut Stain inid -nine Cents ($4,481.39), 
1s in such fields as campaigns LJ 21, 28, Aug. 4.1 | oan Geen Fy age ge | Bou ars and Thirty-nine Cent as $1.39) 
100 r court modernization, adopting LEGAL NOTICES TATE OF N SRSEY ‘omplied with the requirements ef Title 14. |.) N July 5. 1960 
i ve STATE OF NEW JERSEY % R od : wark, N. J., : 960. 
1 sanges in canons of ethics, plan- | — See DEPARTMENT OF STATE Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 
i 0 Cs itl © ae é Dated: July 5, 1960 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION } of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | BENJAMIN GITTLEMAN, Attorney. 
improved methods of selec- STATE OF MARIA CORICA, de eased To all to whom these presents may come, | of this Certiticate of Dissolution. L.d—July 14, 21. 28, Mon. 4 $30.87 
eae, Ch f judges, con- Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. Greeting: NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
— tenure Of ju Ss, CO WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eseex. | WHEREAS, State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

























































































It appears to my satisfaction. 
































































































x citizenship and naturaliz- | this day made on the ee of the uscer by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | Certify that the — ——? did, on the 
8 , sis -Xecutr deceased. | ‘igs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | Eighth day of July, 1960, file in my —— aa 
ion programs, developing voca- notice is hereby given to the ereditors of by the usanim us ¢ net of all the stock- | office a duly executed and attested coneent | eae oe Eee Fee 
es : s f eased to exhibit to th bscriber, | |° ssiguitedl ri dissolution of said cor- cP. h Y 
20 guidance eee eS te es pe Mconarsal their claime and | ders, der ELGRE 5” CORT. nat cose, "eamenina by all the stockholders | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Pen =) yple, and dedicating his- | gemanas against the estate of said deceased|, State, whose principal | thereof, which sald consent and the record | /o all to whom these presents may come, 
200.0 oi es thin six months from this date, or they) |i. No. 27 Academy Street, | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Greeting: ; 
300.1% - sc aieiat be forever barred from prosecuting or City Newark, County of Essex, | tm my said office as provided by law. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
Avia ther projects described in-| recovering the same against the subscriber. f oN Louis Greenman IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
000.00 Oth P ‘gape boad ee neing the agent therein and in charge thereof, | have hereto set my hand and af- | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef 
ide lawyer referral services, | MAkINELLO, CUNDARI & SORIANO, 1pon. whom process may be served), has | fixed my official seal, at Trenton. fd = — -— Ps = _ stock- 
aid, welfare work, reorgani- | ,,.*tte"eys omplied with the requirements of Title 14, | this Eighth day of duly, A-D., | OOS CUT Taan OLaenar Cue 
aid, s : = , | 166 Bloomtield Ave orporations, General, of Revised Statutes | (Seal) pen thousand nine hundred ang er eetinae Ga Guay aia Tae oe 
100 of jury systems, legal|» rk, N. J ff New Jersey, preliminary to the tseuing | } a corporation of gh tog ee 
AU bureaus, life insurance | b-3-—July 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4 f this Certificate of Dissolution. EDWAKD J. PATTEN, | wflice is situated at No. 1009 ee Series, 
20 S : ss ina gs Agra eae NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of F Secretary of State. in the Township of North Bergen, County of 
BE r bar members, law library ser- ESSEX COUNTY COURT State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | Hudson, State of New Jersey” (Winifred 
io Gee ots ance to begi nning law LAW DIVISION—CIVIL ertify that the Sal id corporation did, on the rarer Ma the —_ therein = ol 
éan Ap ASSLST i ails 4 = DOCKET NO Spy + day 1960 file in my | 2 " 7 7 > ah a | charge thereof, upon whom process y 
Of ghee ‘ ine wee ey : STATE OF NEW JERSEY aa geass : squire: 
UU te ; ae ivil tio office ju:v executed and attested consent a nmawen arr +n | served), has complied with the requirements 
150.% Cady and continuing lega al educa JUDGMENT : “orien ee ‘the ed ‘and a a eld cor- | cEBnnpnuee oo : a | of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
pees iy on THE M. ATTE R OE THE APPLI- coration, executed by all the stockholders fo all to whom these presenta may come | Statutes of New Jersey, re oom b the 
40U he 23-page report provides an ‘hereof, which said consent and the record | Greeting: | issuing of this Certiticate o issolution. ‘ 
e 2d-page rep p ae f ihe proceedings aforesaid are now on file WHEREAS. It appears to my satiafaction, NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary . 
0 of more than 60 types of n my said *fice as provided by law. y duly authenticated record of the proceed- | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
. j } IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | fc issolution thereof | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
1U aaa th smats ho d Ds ings or the voluntary d ti 
a under the section head- have bereto set my hand and af-| 5y the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Tw enty-ninth day of June, 1960, file in my 
“Service to the Public,” fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | holders, deposited in my office that pe a duly executed and attested consent 
300 a 66 ate : this S$ th day of July, A.D., | BERCOM COMPANY | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
ee vice to Members, Improve- (Seal) one thousand nine hundred en@) 4 eyrporation of this State, whose principal poration, executed by all the stockholders 
. : | t ’ 1 No. 340 E, Main Street, | th f, which said consent and the record 
vy mont af vstem.” a | sixty an office is situated at No. 3 y a1 * thereo: which 8 0 
192 ment of the Legal System,” and EDWARD J. PATTEN. jin the Borough of Ramsey, County of Ber- | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
cod Bar Association Organiz zation and Secretary of State. 291 eg | gen, State of New Jersey (Morris N. Scharf | in my said office as provided by law. 
100. 4A istration.” Thus it serves L.J.—JInly 14 2 “-'-"' | veing the agent therein and in charge thereof, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
: pee aes STATE OF NEW JERSBY | 2pon whom process may be served), has have hereto set my hand aad af- 
a 23a handy source of reference for DEPARTMENT OF STATB | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | fixed my official seal, at T'renton, 
ou -] har exe ives. The introd CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes this Twenty-ninth day of June, 
pa 2) bar executives. € introauc- r 44 wkaae theie presents may oome, | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | (g¢t}) A.I).. one thousand nine hundred 
’ on explains the purpose of the “Genatune | of this Certificate of Dissolution. and wats 
sina ti ic ssist bar ass WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ne cation is to assist bar asso- by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Secretary of State. 
: ons throughout the country t* the voluntary dissolution thereef | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 1.3 July 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
a imous consent of all the stock- | Sixth day of July, 1960, file in my 
. anning their programs of ac- ee fice that office a duly executed and attested consent | 
. giving them the bene- MOMSETTY BRIGHT PRODUCTS CORP. | in writing to ae te an tee seen | 
ns co 5OF jor f s S € hos srincips | poration, execute ya e stockholders | 
v experience of other suc- ene reigns nf ‘ ra Broad st | thereof, which said consent and the record | Synopss of the Annual Statement of The Ba:boa 
as ree ‘ity. Newark, County of Essex, | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Insurance Company, Los Angeles, in the State o 
associations. en “ © : “pihichests david = Ravin | in my said office as provided by law. | California, on the 3ist day of December, 1959 
ran bar official, Executive being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, || made to the Insurance Commissioner of the State 
4 Be f Ne 2 A sus . Assets nds, 
Glenn R. Winters of the |upon whom process may be served), has ee ns ai oc Gaus, | SR, ee, GE ee 
75 Sen ea : ‘ | complied with the requirements of Title 14. fixed my ~—, sea a : er aw | $162,445.73; Cash and bank deposits, $3,844,023. 
te Judicature Society, i ‘SEP oH LYONS | Corporations, Geners!, of Revised Statutes — ee eno dred and | 24; Agents’ balances, $611,050.93; Funds held by 
ie ied the publication as “a " Judge - Essex County Court | of New Jersey, pre! ore i. the issuing | (Seal) oll thousand nine hundred amd | 24 deposited with ceding reinsurers, $17,000.00 
£ Shae ti aa | of this Certificate of Dissolutien. ext | Bills receivable taken for premiums, 119,55 3.42 
t record of the best of Joseph Fortunat | NOW THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of EDWARD J. PATTEN. ‘ spe rn 
as x0.ca | Baty ot Sa Bente of New erp. Do Bere | sake Se aay gy | tana aller densa at dw a 
mode "ay ot See tee ee ee ——| Sine: ledieoes leased eoakeiae 
tet . 69.91; Li pS, -- stme : 
7 my office a duly execu uted and ee - ozare oF I gy ss penses, $434,072.49; Contingent comaietiate and 
- ' int }in writt to the dissolution of said cor- DE other similar charges, $66,925.00; Unearned pre- 
Mercer County Bar Ass'n Minimum Fee Schedule | aan. denenies by all the stockholders CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION |  muiuman, $4,640:009.48- Ixoces of halility and coms 
| thereof, which said consent and the — i Me whom these presents may come. | pensation statutory and voluntary reserves ove 
ee : a | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file reeting : case basis and loss expense reserves, $1,333.14: Al 
: Cebit fee Tees % By ai oe at Drie ey | ny re ene te comer MF mteaston. | i Rita bint Tolan 9 
9 a at IN TESTIMONY E te cal 407,437.05; Capital paid up $1,000,000.00; Un 
: ee | have hereto set my hand end af- | re toe en rep cumeent of all the stock- | assigned funds (surplus), $1,429,032.86 $2.420, 082. 
25 for Ott hers—Collection without suit 25% | fixed my official eeal, at Trenton, | )7 10% ‘Genosited in my office that 86; Total, $6,836,469.91. C. W. Ferguson, Pres: 
pe , of. | this Thirtiet jay of June, A.D., > > LION dent; E. L. Johnson, Secretary. 
Collections after suit wae. 6S ndred and| PATERSON JACKSON CORPORATIO 
i ect (Seal) one th hundred and], corporation of this State, wh« = e incipal 
sixty office is situated at No. 14 Laird Place, in 
Appearances EDWARD J. PATTEN ae ghd fhe ae t 
= ” é ‘ avs the Borough of Cliffside Park, County of 
Adminictra +; —— Secretary of State. Bergen, State of New Jersey (Mary Marko 
Aaministration Agencies L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 321.60: ie ehie, ies @aeae bere ana in 
Municipal | SH F'S SALE — — — Ww 4 aL shige Somaty Br Synops.s of the Annual Statement of The Pacific 
: _ > ‘tn $ = rnlati e SUPERI HAN) D-142 served), has comp with the requirements Mutual Life insurance pany, Los Angeles, in 
; Governing Body (except liquor license violations ne sur ERI OF NEW JERSEY | of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Hevised | {putual Life tneurance Ce ng ad a i 
15 or applications) 50.00 | CHANCERY DI N, ESSEX COUNTY Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the ber, 1959, made to the Insurance Commissioner of 
vs 730) ne 250.00 DOCK issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. the State of New Jersey pursuant to law. Assets: 
: Liquor license violations or applications TE i a NOW, THEREFORE. 1, the Soeseenes ot Bonds and stocks, $219,338,282.48; Mortgage 
¥ | Pelagia State of the State of New Jersey. ereby loans, $287,614,333.08: I state $39,959,623.78: 
; Planning Board for Minor Subdivision 50.00} jordan Price, Gertity that the seid corporation did. om the | oats. $287.614.335.08 ; Real tate $30. 9,623.78; 
fie oning Board | hr et. ae Sl — = Fo of —— = gy lore in =~ posits, $6,918 425.30: Life premiums, ete., de.erred 
i ine Tari <j Balen h Php ocgag office a duly execu and a ed conse d uncollected, $7,350,647.63; Accident and 
For or against Variance (single property) By virtue , in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- heath premcenes daa aad waeaah Gxameeneee 
; ; 10 to ! r poration, executed by a e 8 olders ast ome ’ p “ 
eel 50.00 | 2 li thereof. “which sald consent and the record | orict ist ons 11.60; Other mee Sins goed 
Commercial 200.00 | a - cou “ = ¢ poo fm ye on glenn Ay od eel on file otal, $596,600,315.79; Liabilities, Reserve for life 
: : ue sda eg 2 2 
>: (When further appearance is required be- 30 P M ts : IN ° “TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | Policies, 43 3.370 36.00; Reserve for accident and 
e f Governi Bod dd $50) cite’ tenet) of bave hereto set my hand and af- ore ithe Higher Sih? se ce 4 "00: 
ore Governing Body a o hg ek aod Bee 
Q j is Eighth day of July, A.D., oliey and co ims 5. 
Board of Education (Seal) peo ja vonnlg gy wandend and holders’ dividend accumulations. $21,709,737.76 
‘ Stat e ‘ - ee sixty. ‘ Provision for policyholders’ div.dends, $4,969,885.- 
eee : se a EDWARD J. PATTEN. 93; Liability for premium deposit funds, $3,723,- 
1 Alcoholic Beverage Commission (Newark) meg Mia Re Secretary of State. 719.35" Special reserves, $4,561,462.80; Other lia- 
je 1 ee rigpec § as Bee 14. 21. 28 $21.60 bilities, $40,523,818.15; Total liabilities, $563,090,- 
Civil Service Commission fb SWICK Sasi es ith " 077.31: Special surplus funds, $17,808,689.49 
M Street: thence Ur ed surp.us, $15,701,548.99; $33,510,238.- 
Mi F NEW JERSEY assigned surp.us, 
Motor Vehicle Commission 2 ainaten® weed SPATE OF NE W JERSEY 48, Total, $546,600,315.79 T S. Burnett, Presi 
ins, County or Superior se on CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION dent; Neil B. Ross, Secretary 
en Automobile Neglig nce Case *: 7 to whom these presents may come 
“A bUTT) e ses ini on the reeting: 
a 30 degrees 48] WHEREAS, I tisfaction | 
Represe ti 1] tiff 30 degre SAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
— resenting plaintl by duly authenticated record of the proceed. | 
——" Collections prior to suit ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
b] : : } by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| | iN 
Collections after suit (plus costs) holders. deposited in my office that tate of New Jersey—Dept. oi Banking and Insur- 
7 : THE FAB INVESTMENT CORP. ance. Trenton, June 13, 1960 Whereas, The Ameri- 
Representing defendant a corporation of this State, whose principal | can Hardware Mutual insurance Company, located 
Up to e-trial Office situated at No. 124 ft. at Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, has filed 
p pr a - ee re in this Department a sworn statement by the 
. in the City of Ha , Count 
n Nd. Motions State of New Je (H. David Zerm: proper officers thereof, showing its condition on 
Pre-Trial veing the agent therein and in charge thereof. December 31, 1959, and business for the year and 
upon whom process may served), hae | as complied in all respects with the iaws of this 
ny time Oral Depositions (per diem or part day) complied with the requirements of Title 14 | State applicable to it; now. therefore, 1, Charles R. 








Trial (per diem) 

‘er (Plaintiff or Defendant) 
Retainer depending on nature of case, plus: 
Up to Pre-Trial] 

Motions 
Pre-Trial] 
Special Interrogatories 
Oral depositions (per diem) 
Minimum for part day 
Trials (per diem) 
". County District 
Sielenes 
Contested 





Oth 
















50.00 | 


100.00 








the 16.70 ! 
of AsINNING. 
1 Bru 





mises con- 


diwards ans 











Corporations, 
¢ 
oa 


General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution. | 
UW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | 


“ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
Thirtieth day of une 1960. file in my 
itive a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor 
‘oration, executed by all the stockholders | 
hereof, which eaid consent and the record | 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
‘n my said office provided br law | 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 | 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton | 
this Thirtieth day f dune, 
(Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. } 
I..J.—Juiy 14, 21, 28 $2 


Howell, Commissioner of Banking and Insurance 
of the State of New Jersey, do hereby certify that 
said Company is duly authorized to transact its 
appropriate business of fire and allied lines, mar.ne, 
property damage public liability, boiler and ma- 
ch.nery, glass, sprinkler leakage and burglary insur- 
ance in this $ State in accordance with \aw until May 
1, 1961 The condition and bu o said Com- 
nany at the date of such statement hown as 
follows: Admitted assets, $24 118, 780.14; Liabili- 
ties, except Capita! and surplus, $24 738,048.04; 
Paid-up capital, $500,000.00; Surplus over all lia- 
bilities, $3,880,732.10; Income for the year, $24,- 
274,734.96: Disbursements ‘or the year. $26.846,- 
020.20. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set 
my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the day 
and year first above written. Charles R Howell, 
Commissioner of Banking and Insurance 
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LEGAL NOTICES 








“tatement of Condition of The Indiana Lumber- 
mens Mutual Insurance Company, 429 N. Penn- 
sylvania Street, Indianapolis 9 ay tt On the 
31st day of December, 1959. I. G. Saltmarsh, Presi- 
dent; Car! 8. Jones, Secretary. Amount of guarant; 
fund. $500,000.00: N and teak 
deposits, $2,175,186. 76; Bonds $21,- 
918,517.15: Stocks (Market), $1,824,984.00; 
estate (no encumbrances). $1,190,714.85; Agents 
balance and uncollected premiums, $2,486,871.75; 
Interest, dividends and rea! estate income due an 
accrued, $229,332.23: Other assets, $1,057,179.22; 
Total assets, $30,882,785.96; Liabilities Reserve 
for losses and |oss expenses, $7,213,181.91; Reserve 
for unearned premiums, $15,199,819.73; Federal 
and foreign income taxes, $152,274.17; Other ‘ia 
bilities, $1,706,667.53; Total liab:lities, $24,271.- 
943.34; Guaranty fund, $500,000.00; Surplus; $6,- 
110,842.62; Total, $30,882,785.96; Greatest »- 
mount in anyone risk, $100,000.00. State ot New 
Jersey, Office of Commissioner of Banking and 
Insurance 

I, the undersigned, Commuss.oner o: Banking and 
Insurance of New Jersey, hereby certify that the 
above is a correct copy of the Statement of the 
Condition of the above-mentioned Company on the 
31st day of December, 1959 as shown by the orig- 
inal cpg and _ _ said origina! statement 
is now on file in this offic 

IN TES STIMONY W HE *REOF, | hereunto sub- 
cribe my name and affix my official seal, this sixth 
lay of June, 1980 Char'es RK. Howell, Commis- 
woner of Banking and Insurance, 







Synopsis of the Annua! Statement of The Oce:- 
dental Life Insurance C company of California, Los 
Angeles, in the State of California, on the 31st day 
of December, 1959, made to the Insurance Com- 
missioner of the State of New J rsey pursuant to 
aw. Assets, Bonds and stocks, $343,573,987.85; 
Mortgage loans, $298,288.444.05; Rea! estate, $17,- 
814,604.26; Policy loans, 931,496.15; Cash and 
bank deposits, $10,816,225.34; Life premiums, ete. 
deferred and uncollected, $25,894,303.80, Accident 
and health premiums due and unpaid, $10,373,496 
39: Interest and other investment income due and 
accrued, $4,869, 125.61; Other assets, $3,164,119.51 
Totai. $750,725,803.26; Liabilities, Reserve for life 
Reserve for accident and 
3.49; Supplementary con 
ngencies, $26,157,226.00; 
Poliey and contract claims, $23,314,643 Pohey- 
holders’ dividend accumulations, $4 833,304. 82; 
Provision or policyholders’ dividends, $3,135, 
Lasbility ‘or premium deposit funds, $2, 006,- 
883.58, Present value discounted premiums, $2,- 
896,612.73; Special -eserves, $12,900,434.35> Other 
liabilities, $64,497,497 .50; Total abilities, $654 
782,209.07: Special surplus funds, $17,105,284.41 
Capita! paid-up, $25,000,000.00, Unassigned sur- 
0,- 
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Stre 
2, New sey 
e 80, July 7, 14, 2 $20.79 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DF Spal eos OF STATE 
CE RTIFIC ATF OF DISSOLUTION 
‘ hese presents may come, 
I appears to my satisfaction 
. 7 recom’ of the proceed 
stein’ ution thereof 
f all the stock 
fice that 
G a) 


INC 






whose 








he Bor h of Gie e. ¢ 

st f New Jersey w 

ping the agest thereic aad in c! 4 
pon whom pmcess may be served). bas 











om nliied w Sen pn requirements of Title 14 
f Revised Ststutes 
f inary to the iseuing 
+ Diss } ath a 
moO I the 
State of the ‘State { New Jersey. 
Certify that the esid cormratior 
ty-Sev ‘J 60 


Te 
fic 












poration stoekholders 
thereof. which esid coneent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office ae provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHFREOF 1 
have bereto set mr hand and af- 
fixed my official ees!. at Tren’ on 
this Twentr-seventh day of J 
Seal A.D., one thovsend nine eeates 
and «eirty 


FOWARD J. PATTEN, 
Reeretary of State 
14, 21 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DE PARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To 71 to whom these presente may come | 

(, voting: 

| 

| 


‘> 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly anthenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

140 CENTRAL AVE., INO. 
a corporation of this State, whose princips' 
office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Strev! 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Mortimer Katz 
being the agent therein and in charge thereo! 
nnen whom process may served). hae | 
eomnlied with the requirements of Tit'« '' 
‘-rnorations, General. of Revised &*:* 
f New Jersey. preliminary to the !- 
vf this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Werehy 
fortify that the said corporation 414 the 
Twenty-ninth day of June, 1960, fie itn 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
~oration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
vf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my sald office aa provided bv law : 





IN TESTIMONY WHFEPrOF, | 
Lave hereto set my bin’ and af- | 
fixed my official seal. at Trentop 
this Twenty-ninth day of June, | 
(Seal) A.D.. _ thousan’4 ‘ne hundred | 
and six | 
EDWARD. J. PATTY 
Secretary of State | 
1 ..3.—July 7, 14, 2 $21.60 | 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATR | 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | 

To all to whom these presents may come 

Greetina: 

WHEREAS. It anneara to mv astiafaction 
hv dniv anthenticated record of the nroceed- 
‘nce for the volnntary dfasolntion thereof 
he the nnantmone consent of al! the etock- 
holders demetted tn mv office that 

WILLIAM FROST, INC 


a corporation of this State whose principal | 
fice {a situated at No. 559-561 Bloomfield | 
Avenne, In the Town of Montelair, Connty of 
Fesex, State of New Jersey (Gertrude Nov- | 
shin hefne the agent therein and {fn charge 
thereof, woon whom process may be served). 
has comp! 1 with the requirements of Title 
14. Corno-itions, General, of Revised Stat- 
ntes of New Jersey, preliminary to the Issn- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW THPREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Cortife that the said cornoration did, on the 


| Twenty-ninth dar of June. 1980. file fn 
my office a dniy exeented and attested consent | 
n writing to the dissolntion of aald cor | 
noration. execnted by all the stockholders 
thereof which «ald consent and the recon? 


plus, $53,838,309.78; $95,943,594.19: Total $750, 
725,803.28 Horace W Brower, President; C. 5 
Gillespie. Secretary 
IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF 
JENNIE M. ANDREWS, DECEASED 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
OF ACOOUNT 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the 
first a al aceount of FIDELITY UNION | 
TRUST COMPANY, as Executor of the 
iil and Testament of Jennie M. | 
deceased will be audited and | 
the Clerk of the Supertor Court 
and reported for settlement 
ur { New Jers *y, Chan- 
ty 1 the 2nd day 
10:00 A M at the 
New Jersey 
TRUST COMPANY 


of the nevreedings aforesaid are now on file 

















'n my «* \ficee ae provided bw law 
IN TPSTIMONY WHFREOF, 1 | 
have hereto aet my hand and af 
Axod mye offictal coal at Trenton | 
this Twentr-ninth day of Inne 
(Seal) aTpr ane thoneand nine hundre? 
and afxtr 
FNWARD J PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J Iniv 7 .. 2a $21.60 | 
Dated: Inne 24 1980 | 
PSTATE OF CARMELA GIGLIO | 
ieee 
Poirenant to the order of DAVID Fi 
WIENER Srrracate of the Connty of Feaer | 
thie day made on the application of the 
nnderstened Freentore of eatd decease? 
notice fe horeby given to the erefitore of 
cott Aacnaand ta oghthit ta the enheerthera 
nfo *S or eff¥emation thetr claime and 
Tema acainst the estate of scald deceased 
within eft monthe from this date. or they 
w'll he forever harred from nroseenting or 
recovering the came againet the enhacribere 
TOSPEPHINE GAMBARONI 
TOSEPH GIErio 
PaATrPH DET NEN Attorney 
ren PR na Ronlevard 
™ WZ 
. y 20 soJnle 7. 14. 21. 28 
STATE OF NFW JFRSEY 
NEP ARTWENT F STATE 
CFERTIFICAT OF DISSOLTTION 
? ¢ hom th resente may me 
w Ht SAS, It s to my sat 
x gro nard of the r 
e the volnntary diseolntion « 
na ye sé f a the stock 
lore lemosite t 










SHAT MOT IF 









” (Herman 


and in 
mar be 
t 
yn 
of 
on the 


a atte “a consent 












ng t of said cor- 
¢ e stockholders 
hi and the record 
race i sre now on file | 
i fice as provided by law 
IN TE STIMONY. WHEREOF, I! 
hate hereto set my hand and af- 
fixe 1, at Trenton, 
hi y of June. 
Sea ine hundred | 
L.J.—J $21.60 | 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | 
To _ell to whom these oresents may come. | 


$Terting: 
WHEREAS It apresrs to my satisfaction 
sothent cate 4 vecom of the pmceed- 
the voluntary diseointion hereof 
"panimous coneent of all the stock- 
Jonmmeited in my office that 
IMPERIAL SILK COMPANY 

5 of thie State. whose principal | 
East 18th Street and | 
ty of Paterson. 
of New Jersey 


foe 









No 


the Ci 






of this Certificate 


“NOW. THEREFORE. 1. the Secretary of 


f the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 








Rtate 
Certify that the said ~rmration did. on the 
t day of June. 1980. file in my 
wee “2 du y executei tested consent | 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
nerstion. executed br al! the «tockbolders 
hereef, which said consent and the record | 
f the a yes gel bape are now On file | 
in my said office nrovided by law. 11 
IN TESTI: NY WHEREOF. 1! | 
beve hereto sot my hand and af- 
fred my offivia! «al. at Trenton | 
this Twenty 4 day of June, 
S+e 4.D one sine bundre 
and si 
EDWARD J YP:TTEN 
Rerretary of “tate 
L.J.—Jcne 30, July 7. 14 $21.60 











To al 


STATE 


OF 


NEW JERSEY 


''! PARTMENT OF STATE 


‘TIFICATE OF 
whom theasr 


! to 


Greeting: 


wie 


hv a 


thereof, 
has complied with the 
Corporations, 
utes of New 


14, 


presente 


authenticated record of 


the voluntary 
nanimons consent 


of all 


D 
tiesolution thereof 
the stock- 


enosited in m: office that 
CORP. 


Aer 
KAILROAD 
» cornoration of this State. 
s situated at No. 


RIVER EDGE 


DISSOLUTION 


come 


REAS, It appesrs to my tion. 


whose principal 
4401 Park Avenue, 


City of Union City, County of Hudson, 


of 


New Jersey 
being the agent therein and 
upon whom process may be served), 
requirements of Title 
of Revised 
preliminary to the issn- 
| ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, 


General, 
Jersey, 


I, 


(Hedley V. Thompson, 
in charge 


Stat- 


the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that ine sald cormration did, on the 


Twenty-seventh day 


of June, 


1960, 


fille in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


'n writing to the disse'ntion of said cor- 
noration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which sald consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my sald office ae nrovided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-seventh day of Jnne, 
(Seal) AD.. one thoneand nine hundred 
and aixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Recretary of State. 
OP July 7, 14. 21 £21.80 
Dated: June 9, 1980 
EST‘ TE OF ERNEST WESTER, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 


WIENER, Surrogate 
made 


this 


undersigned, 
notice 
deceased 


sald 
onder 





day 
fe 


ant 


Jemands 


within 


will 
recove 


HUGI 


ring 


IES 


hereby 


igainet 
six 
he forever 


Attorneys 


57 
Summ 
L.J 


it 


Jun 


e 


on the 
Freentrix 
eiven 
te exhibit 
affirmation 
the 
months from 
herred 


of 


vr 


the an, 
MART} 
HARTLAUR 


& THO 


Union Place 
N 


J 
18, 23 » In 


i 2 


RN, 


14 





of the County of Essex. 
application of the 
sald deceased, 
to the creditots of 
to the snbscriber. 
their claims and 
estate of sald deceased 
this date, or they 
from prosecut'ng or 
against the subscriber 
WESTER 





ESTA 


TE 


oO 


deceased 
Pursuant 


thie 


undersigned, 
notice herehy 


deceased 


sald 
inder 
dA 


within 


will 
recov: 


1120 


| wig yeaa 


day 


{« 


oat 


ring 


So. 


made 


h 


aix 


I™ 


| FRANCIS J. TANSEY, 


"ated: 
F GEORGE 
order 


to the 


of 
to 
to 


Executrix 
gieon 


to ex! ‘it 


or affirmation, 


June 7, 
J. KELLER, SR.. 


of DAVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
on the application of the 
said deceased. 
the creditors of 
the subscriber. 
their claims and 
emands against the estate of said deceased 
months from this date, or they 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 


1960 


the same against the subecriber. 


YROTHY R. MARIA 


Orange Avenue 


N 


June 


16, 23, 30. July 7. 


N 
Attorney 


I 


14 





WHFRFAS 


hr 
ince 
hr 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATR 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 
Greetina: 


for 


Tt anneers to my satisfaction 
inly authenticated recom of the p 








the voluntary dissolution “eeret | 






the unanimous consent of all the stock 
deposited in my office that 





holders 
PEGGY KNIFFIN CO 
9 rporation of this State, whose princtpa’ 
ft s ut \ 810 Broad Str 
Mty Vew ‘onnty of ssx 
s New iR t F Dar 
hetng the agent therstn awl in “chare thereof 
pon whom precece o> be served). hae 
ocala’ with the - <n 'romenta of Title 14 
Corperations, Gene--' Revised Statntee 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the fesuing 


lof thie Certificate of Mcenintion. 
Yow THEREFORF 


t 


the Secretary of 


Rtete of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
(rtity that the anid corporation aid. on the 


| Twenty-third 


lay Tulv 1960 file 
off ~e oa ant executed and attested consent | 
in writing re the dissolntion of said eor 
noration. ereented by al! the stockholdere 


thereof. which sald consent and the record 


of the nroceedings aforesaid 


'n my sald office ae provided bv law 


are now on file 


STATE OP NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all thc stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

35 SHEPARD HOLDING ©O. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 786 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Sigmund C. Bernstein 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of HKevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate rod fae oe 

NOW, THEREFO I, the Secretary of 
State of the State i New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-first day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said coneent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
In my sald office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF., 1 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-first day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DBPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
unanimous consent of all the stock- 
denosited in my office that 
VOTAN REALTY CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 


he 
inge 
by the 
helders, 


Mice is situated at No. 664 South Avenue, 
in the City of Plainfield, County of Union, 
State of New Jersey (Julius Vogel 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
mpon whom process may be served). has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the Issuing 
of thia Certificate of Diasolntion 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | 


Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
noration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
of the proceetins~ aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 

have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twentieth day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thonsand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 30, July 7. 14 $21.80 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATS OF DISSOLUTION 
To ail to whom these oresents may come 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS. Tt anneara to my satisfaction 
dulv anthe »nticsted record of the pn 

for the volnntary diasolntion thereof 
the nnanimone consent of all the stock- 


ah 4 


holders, demosited 'n mv office that 

M & A CONTRACTING CO 
4 corporation of this State, whose principal 
offic ted at No. 591 Summit Avenue, 





{n the City y of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Nathan 
heing the agent therein and in charge thereof 
npon whom proresa may he served). 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Cornmorations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the fesuing 
af thia Certifiente of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. T 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did 
day of Jnne, 1960, file {n my 


‘fice a duly executed and attested consent 
'n writing to the diasolntion of sald cor- 
| noration, executed br all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 


vf the nroceedinges aforeaasid are now on file 
'n mv asta office aa nrovided bv law 




















>in | date. 































21 


7, %4, 














Schnider | 


hae | 


the Secretary of | 


an the | 
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| 
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TO 


D‘A 


A 
L.J. 


TAKE 
GRANT, will 
Court 
Jersey, 
at 10:00 
thereafter as counsel 
judgment 


Bracken and Walsh, 


WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
NOTICE that I, JOAN 
apply to the Esser ¢, 
at the Court House, Newar 
on the eighth day of Augy 
A.M. in the forenoon, 
may be hea 











e 


the name of 





to assume 
LESSIO. 







JOAN 





ROSE GRAN 






ttorneys. 
—July 14, 






21, 28, Aug. 4 








this 
the 
Jers 


this 
D. 


R. 


tion 
cert 
ed 


its 


196¢ 





N 
Co., 


fore 


The 


The name 
charge 


Title 


Secretary, 


| Witness 


STATE OF 


COU 





TH B, 


Tespective 







CERTIFICATE OF DBPCREAsrE 
OF CAPITAL 








of 
J. WISS & SONS CO. 
location of the principal 
State is at No. 33 Littleton -Ay 
City of Newark, County of E 
ey. 





office 












there 


process 


of the agent 
thereof upon whom 
corporation may be served 
Viss. 

In accordance with the 
14 of the Revised Statutes, Riebas 
Wiss, President, and Kenneth & Ww. 
of J. Wiss & Sons Co., PD yn 
of the State of New Jersey, 
ify that the said corpora 
its capital by retirin 
preferred stock owne 
our hands the 























































RICHARD R. WISS, Pres 





8 





s/ KENNETH B. WISS, 





NEW JERSEY ) 





SS 
NTY OF ESSEX ) 
OHARD R. WISS, President, and 
WISS, Secretary of J. Wiss 4 
being severally duly swort 
oaths depose and 
going certificate by them sj 
RICHARD R. WISS, 
































Bun 


has 
14, 


ing 
N 








| State of the State of New Jersey 
| Certity that the said corporation did, 


| 





a corporation of this State, 
office 
Stre 
Uni 


thereof, 


utes of New Jersey, prelimina 





KENNETH B. WISS, Ser 
Subscribed and sworn ) 
to before me, this 29) = 
day of June, 196v. ) 
(Seal) 
WILLIAM ROSSWAY 
Notary Public of N. J. 
My Commission expires May 23, 2 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 2 2 
| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may com 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of _ proceed. 
ings for the voluntary dissolut 
by the unanimous consent of all 
holders, deposited in my office that 





t 


the stock. 


159 CRESCENT AVENUE 
we 
situated at No. 240 

et, in the City of Plainfic 
ym, State of New Je } 
ker being the agent therein 

upon whom process may 
complied with the require 
Corporatoins, General, 


CORP 





is West 








of 





of this Certificate of Disso D 
OW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


Do Herety 





Twenty-third day of June, z ad 
office a duly executed and attested conses mt 
in writing to the dissolution of said cr B= *é8 
| poration, executed by all the , ? ta 


| 
| 


| thereof, which 
of the proceedings aforesaid ar: 
in my said office as provided by 


said consent and 









fixed my official sea! 














this Twenty-third 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand ne 
| and sixty. 
| EDWARD J. PATTEN 
| Secretary of State. 
LJ.—June 30. July 7, 14 32 
| 
| SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERS! 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
ESSEX COUNTY (Docket S “1862-52 
Civi il 2 
a xe] 
NOTICE OF NT Jun 
|In the Matter of the Est 









































IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF. 1 ™N TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1] soyps ROCHE ~< raneaes 
have hereto set my hand and af have hereto eet mv hand and af. | “7° * ~~ ais 
St ae ee Oe et tle Twente third day’ Of Fane, | Notice ts hereby given t 
S01) Sees Ba A ine hundred and | (Seal) A4.D., one thonsand nine hundred and | of the subscriber, Annie Don 
ci . sa sina ea ww akan! sixty |} of the person and property 0 
sixty - j ¢ +h - 
. FOWARD J PATTEN. an incompetent, of the ( 
FDWARD J. PATTEN, | Secretary of State Essex County, New Jersey x 
Seererere OF Crare <o4 an [Led —June: 80. ‘suly 7. 14 ¢21.60 | and stated by the Cler 
t.—July 14, 21, 28 me | Court of New Jersey and rt 
: | ment to the Superior Court of 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY neer Di on, Essex 
a ee - STATE OF NEW JERSEY eee oe ee tee ge 
nO: LINA DOPRR. ERNA DOERR | cuneibetaee oe ) a lat the Hall of Records, Hig 
RAU, MAX DOERR, his heirs, devisees 1 : — . | Streets, Newark, New Jers+y 
and personal representatives, and his i nanlag — theso presents may come. Dated: June 16th, ‘_ —_ 
their, or any of their cessors. in| WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. ANNIE DONOVA~ 
right, title and interest. MAX HAHN. | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | EDWARD F. BRODERICK 
GERHART HAHN, CLAUS HAHN. | tngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | Attorney at Law 
KARL HAHN. ADOLF HAHN. EDGAR | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 10 Park Place 
HAHN, ELLIE HAHN BECHT, WIL- | holders, denosited in my office that | Mo orristown, N. J. 
HELM HAHN. EMIL HAHN, and WIL- | RENK REALTY ©0., INC. | L.J. —June 23, 30, July 7 
LIF WINTERMAYER, all of the De- | 8 corporation of thie State. whose principal | 
fendants. | office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, | SHERIFF'S SAL! 
You are hereby summoned and required to | in the City of Newark, County of Essex, ; SUPERIOR (CHAN 
| serve upon RICHARD OTTO. Plaintiffs’ At-| State of New Jersey (Lonis K. Press | SUPERIOR COURT OF N 
| torney, whose address ts 1351 ‘Springfield Ave- | eine the agent ePocrenguph anny in charge thereof. | CHANCERY DIVISION, ES~ 
nue. Irvinctor y rac ns y, o| \OCKET NO. | 
rae LENG Me'thereivdl action ia which | complied with the requirements of Titie 14.| Between Carteret Sevinss 
Herman Hahn, Individually and as Executor | OF New Jersey. ao to the issuing | ciation, a corporation > 
>, ' ao > ; 3 7 1 D ‘ 
of the Estate of Otto Hahn, Deceased. and | of nis CortiBcate of Dissolution. | Jersey, Plaintiff, and Leon 
GEORGE L. HAHN and LOUISE P. WIND- ORE. I. the Secretary of | et als., Defendants xe 
ISCH, are plaintiffs. and LINA DOERR. i : the rere of New Jersey, Do Herehy | of Mortzazed Pr mis 
ERNA DOERR RAU. MAX DOERR. his / Certifvw that the eaid corporation did. on the | By ue ¢ t 
heirs, devisees, and personal representatives. | Twenty-second day of June. 1969. file !n mr | Execu he 
bo his, their, or any of their successors, in | office a duly executed and attested consent, for Sale br Z 
| t. title and interest. MAX HAHN, GER-|‘n writing to the dissolution of said ecor-j at the COU 
HART HAHN, CLAUS HAHN, KART. | ration, executed by all the stockholders | Tuesday. the 1 z 
HAHN, ADOLF HAHN, EDGAR HAHN, | ‘hereof. which said consent and the record 2: 30 PM 
| WAI HABN BECHT. WILHELM HANS. |< O° Wo See, oe oe 1 of 
EMIL HAHN. and WILLIE WINTERMAY- |'" ™ sas TESTIMONY  WHERTOP, 
» are the defendants, pending in the Sn- I 
ER, are the defend t = ine have heratn eet ww band end af- 
perior ¢ burt of New Jersey _ within | (s fixed wv official eon) at Trenton 
r July 28th, 1960, exclusive of suc this Twentr-econd dar of Inne 
If you fail to do so, judgment by Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
fault may be rendered against you for the and sixty 
relief demanded in the complaint. You sha’ FOWARD J. PATTEN. 
file your answer and proof of service in dn Rerectary of State 
cate with the Clerk of the Superior Court | °.J.—Jnne 30, Inly 7, 14 $21.80 
State House Annex, Trenton, New Jersey 
ome po ta the rules of civil practice Dated: June 10, 1980 | — 
“The action has been instituted to obtain » | "STATE OF MARTHA R. MacEVOY, 
he action has t institu btair Saco. 
construction of the Last Will and Testamen 
and Codicil of Otto Hahn, Deceased, and the Pursuant to the order of DAVID Bo iy foot to 
declaration of the rights of the plaintiffs WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex northerly alk i 
and defendants thereunder. The propertie< = eM os = — ot = ning. P Rip eed 
specifically mentioned in said Will and Col- | .. ro Pt gee mal Bg d= yi cing premises commot Nea "4 desea] 
ot age goes co ggee Pig Pile get eceased to exhibit to the subscriber. ost | desi: — Fa eae? Se cath 
oad, Strnct” Nawatk New Jeraes and =7> | .ath or affirmation, their claims and demande | a Needed <ceee ount of the Jade S23 aga 
eans Street, Newark New Jersey, and =12 | seginst the estate of said deceased witbis | approximate am oe RS surg 
14, 16, 18, 20, and 22 Orleans Street, New | «ix months from this date, or they will be, ‘© be satisfied by said 4 ~ be fore 
| ark, New Jersey. You are made defendants forever barred from prosecuting or recovering | Eight Thousand, One Hu Wering tH 
because you are named as beneficiaries in | the same against the su |Dollars and maxty- — Dy a a 
: ill and Codicil CARL GOEHRINGER | together with the ; $8. 6 
Tth, 1960 _ ‘TEIN, STEIN & HUGHES, Attorneys | Newark, N. J June 27 ‘rdemy 
RANT SCOTT 1143 E. Jersey Street - Se m 
“lerk of the Sx aperi or Court “Mzabeth, N. J. | Stern 
28 $42.54 L.J.—Jnne 16, 23. 80, July 7, 14 ‘L.J.—July 7, 14, 21, 25 
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LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGA? NOTICES 
——~ SHERIFF'S SALE | STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY | Dated: June 28, 1960 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-127 saat DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPAKTMBNT OF STATE va ARTMEN'L OF STATE | ESTATE OF CARLOS NASON CLARK, 
pioR COURT OF NEW JERSEY | _, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION ' CERTIFICATE UF DISSULU‘TION | deceased. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX ae Tae these presents may come. | ro gil to whom these presents may come, 0 a these presents may cali Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
cotNti ke eres = a 2 eee | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. aden 3 WHHBEEAS, lt appears to my satisfaction. bata can, peer - hone —— ao 
Max Epstein and John J. San-/|, =A 8 VHEKEAS, lt appears to my satisfaction. és this day made on the application of the 
BET" by duly authenticated record of the proceed- y dul hentic record of “eed. | U¥ duly authenticated record of te vroceed te a eet ay 
fs, and Helmut Bischof and/ ings for the v by duly authenticated record of the proceed > | undersigned, executor of said deceased, 
7 \ oluntary dissolution thereof f the voluntary dissoluti th ¢ | mee for the voluntary dissolution there. > mene: 
his wife, Bregman & Lehrer, -onse ",. | uxe for the voluntary dissolution thereo -- | hotice is hereby given to the creditors of 
: by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| yy the unanimous consent of all the stock- | OY the unanimous consent of all the stock- |)’ : , 
orporation of New Jersey, John | nolders. deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office tha nulders, ——_— in my office that } said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
j aa John Szumlicz, Defendants. | INTERSTATE OIL PORT, INC. UNITED DELICATESSEN CORP. ~ LEE MARK BUILDING CO. under outh or affirmation, their claims and 
10N for Sale of Mortgaged | a corporation of this State, whose principal a corporation of this State, whose principal a corporation of this State, whose principal | deman.. against the estute of said deceased 
office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, Gisele aitaates x66. 13 Osmiinntos Sivect ottice is situated at No. 382 Springticid Ave Within sis months from this date, or they 
xe of the above stated writ of |in the City of Newark, County of Esscx,|in the City of Newark, County of Lssex, | 2U¢, in the City of Summit, Cvuuty oi | Wil: ve forever barred irom prosecuting or 
TION, to me directed, I shall expose | State of New Jersey. (Bernard Mindes Sietk GE Neue Jecec elastin re Union, State of New Jersey (Peter Urou | recovering the same against the subscriber. 
cele by Public Vendue. in Room B-16, beiux the agent therein and in charge thereo! ming the agent therein and in charge thereor, | UM the axent therein and in charge Were THE NATIONAL NEWARK AND BSSEX 
% coURT HOUSE, in Newar k, on|upon whom process m be served), has | upon whom process may be seryed), has | 202 Whom process may served). be BANKING COMPAN) OF NEWARK 
the 26th day , complied with the requirements of Title 14. | .jmplied with the requirements of Title ]4 | Complied with the requirements of Vitic 1: y L. Gedney, Jr., Attorney 
vailing Time), all the - | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statute: | . Main St 
parcel of land and | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuine | uf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | % New Jersey. preliminary to the tssuimy | bast Orangs, N. J 
larly described, of this Certificate of Dissolution. wf this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Uissolation. | L.J.—July 7, 14, 21, 28, Aux. 4 
1 the City of Newark | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | NUW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of | ,.NUW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary 0: ——____—_——— 
Jersey | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 3tate of the Btate of New Jersey, Vo Hereby | STATE OF N JERSEY 
in the westerly line of | Certify that the said corporation did. on the | Certify that the said corporation did, om the Certify that the said corporation did. on the | D AVE OF Siw 3 ret 
S Taeae pees miata ak Twenty-fourth day of June, 1960, file in my| Fifth day of J 1960, file in my | Twenty-eighth day of June, 1960, file in my | |) UEPAKTIMENT OF SIA NSENT 
a es ere in istant » office a duly executed and attested consent | office a duly exe ari and attested consent | itice # duly executed and attested consent | ( ERTI Fie ATE OF FILING Ur COD SENT 
ceey cee. © he. Raxeee wn writing to the dissolution of said cor-| in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| 2 Writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 61 STUCKHOLDEKS 140) bissULUTION 
same and Chester Avenue; | poration, executed by all the stockholders poration, executed by all the stockholders | 90f@tivu. executed by all the etockholders | To all to whom these piesenis may come, 
running along North 7th | thereof, which said consent and the record thereof, which said conseut and the recera | ereof. which eaid consent and the recur. | Greeting: — 
theses westerly and parallel | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file of the procee dings ger eae are now on file | vf the proceedings aforesaid are now an fl | WiiktKr As, It appears to my satisfaction, 
Avenue 100 fe thence south- | in my said office as provided by law. | im my eaid clits an provided be law. in my eaid office as provided by law. by duly authenticated record vl tue proceed- 
e]) with North 7th Street 25 feet ; | IN TESTIMONY WHFREOF, mn IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I LIN TESTLMONY WHEREUF, i ngs tor tue Voluntary dissviution thereof 
rly allel with Chester Avenuc have hereto set my hand and af- | have hereto set my hand and af- nave hereto set my haad aud eat jeposited in iy office, that the L 
North 7th Street and place of fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | fixed my official seal, at Trenton. fixed my official seal, at Trenton MIDLAND GENERAL HOSPITAL 
this Twenty-fourth day of June, | this Fifth da f' July, A.D ; this Twenty-cighth day of June 4 cOrporativu of this State, whose principal 
as 670 North 7th Street, | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundre Seal) one thousand nine hundred and | (Se@!) A.D., one thousand nine hundré fice is situated at No. 1018 Stuyvesaut Ave- 
X Jersey. and sixty sixty and sixty. uue, in the Township of Union, County of 
=e same premises cx | EDW ARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN, | Lunion, State of New Jersey (Stanley Gruen 
me of the parties Secretary of State. : Secretary of State. , Secretary of State. | peing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
whe pe ee t L.J.—June 30. July 7, 14 $21.60 | 7 3. ily 14, 21, 28 $21.6 | -I-—July 7, 14, 21 $21.60 | upon whom process may be served), has 
r - dated Febr es : we Sede M —_— | complied with ee sequteeiatie ot Title 14, 
Poh > ng , oe - ae : , - od Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes, 
saiiaas . gs Se si SIATE OF NEW JERSEY peers? P ated: June 15, 1960 STATE UF NEW JERSEY preliminary to the issuing of this Certilicate 
* ( <7 Pome DEPAKTMENT OF SLATE ~~ OF JOSEPH Gil NTA, deceased DEPART M bN'L UF STATE ' ; that such consent bas been filed. me 
“ge CERTIFICATE UF DISSULU TION Pursuant to t Jer of DAVID H. CERLIbICATE Ub VISSULULION } NOW THEREFORE, 1, bUWakD J, PAT- 
jate amount of the J To Gis to whom these presents may come, | WIENER, Surr of the County of Essex, | 70 ali tu whom these vresents may come | THN Secretary oi State of the State of 
by said sal S tt Greeting: "| this day made application of the un- Greeting: | New Jersey, lo Hereby Certify that the 
. Three Hundred and r WithbiAs, It appears to my satisfaction, | dersigued, admin tor c.t.a. of said de- WHEKBAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | said corporation did, on the Jwenty-eighth 
rs and Twenty-Six Cents (39,-| py duly authenticated record of the proeeed. | ceased, notice is y given to the creditors | OY duly authenticated record of the proceed- | gay of June, 1960, file in my office a duly ex- 
2 £ r with the costs of this | jngs itor the voluntary dissoiutwa thereu! | of said deceased exhibit to the subscriber, noms the Voluutary dissolution there: ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
. by the upanimous consent of ali the eteck- | under oath or their claims and de- Saat  Ganeatie — Ly all the etuch | ine dissolution of said corporation, executed 
% Jersey, 20, 19¢ Lolders, depusited ip my office that | mands against estate of said deceased AMBRE Gh Sage A. ~ that N |} vy more than two-thirds in interest of the 
N G. DUFFY, CENTUN REALTY COKP within six mon from this date, or they een S puptaipere TION CU. IN | stockholders thereof, which said certilicate 
RUDENSTE IN, } @ corporation of this State, whose principal | wij; pe forever d from prosecuting or & corporation of this State, whose principal | sng the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
July 7, 14, s situated at No. 71 Lexington Avenue, | recovering the same ugainst the subscriber. | “Uice, is situated at No. 125 Elm Street, in| sre now on tile in my said office as provided 
piece ( of Passaic, County of Passaic, | THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION the Town of Westticid, County of Univn, by law. 
IFF’S SALE te of New Jersey (Israel Pasternack | Ww. Eugene San Filippo Attorney *\ | State of New Jersey (irvine B. Johnstone, Jr. | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
1IOR (CHAN) D-1 | Ueilux Lue akeut theream aud in charge tuereu. | 744 Broud Street oving the agent therein aud in Charge thereof, | have hereto set my haud and af- 
I COURT OF NEW “JERSEY upon whom process may be #erved). Bao Vowark Yo ON. J | Upon whom process muy be served), bac fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
; RY DIVISION, SEX colplied with We reqairemeuts Of Lite 42. | 5 yj June 23, 30, J 7. 14, 21 | cumplied with the requirements of Litie 14. | this Twenty-cighth day of June, 
DOCKET NO. F Corporations, General, of Mevised Statutes | “UE “Or S's SUy fy UA, OO | Vorpurations, General, of Kevised Statutes | (seal) A.U., one thousand wine hundred 
TEEN row Savings and Li lof New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Waited: Jiu 6 196u | % New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | and sixty. 
w Jersey corporation i } of this Certincate of Dissulution. ESTATE OF VALI rene Fr caean , vf this Certilicate of Uissuiution. EDWAKD J. PATTEN 
cc Piackel. “wikowar. Det ‘| NOW, THEKEPORE, 1, the Secretary of | “°° *° ie — = SE , NOW, THEREPOKE, 1, the Secretary of Secretary of State. 
aTTON  ¢ : f Mortgaved | St#t of the State of New Jersey, vo Hereby peoickocee aa F , : State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby | L.J.—July 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
for Sale of Mortkaked |; ertify that the said corporation did, om the bee ursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- | Certify that the said corporation did, on thy | ————"—*—" — : 
om | Fifth day of July, 1960, file in my | 4. Surrogate of the County of Essex, this | Twenty-ninth day of June, 1960, file in my STATE OF NEW sERUKY 
the above stated writ of | oitice a duly executed and attested consent | U4 Made on the application of the under | yince a duly executed and attested consent | View AKTMENT OF Sia 
_to me directed, I shall expose | in writing to the disselution of eaid cor- | sued. Lxecutors of sald deceased, notice is [um writing to the dissolution of said cor- | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL U TION 
Publie Vendue, in Room B-16, | poration, executed by all the stockholders | Utreby Kiven to the creditors of said deceased | poration, executed by all the stockholders | To ali to whom these presents muy come, 
‘T HOUSE, in Newark, on| thereof, which eaid consent and the recuru | “ exbibit to the subscribers, under vath of | ereuf, which said cousent and the record Greeting: ; 
2th day of Juls, next, at | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on dle | aibrmalion, their claus aud demands ax#inst | of the ‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file | WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
revailing Time), al ‘t | in my said office as provided by law. | eal estate of said deceased withip six months in my said office as provided by law. | cy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
and and premis« ter | LN TESTLMONY WHERBOF, I piste: this date, or they will be forever barreu IN ‘TESTIMONY WHEKEOF, 1/| ings for the voluntary dissolution therev! 
leseribed, situate e City | have herete set my hand and af- | ‘rem prosecuting or recovering the same | have hereto set my hand and af-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
Essex Crunty, : fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | #4/D8t OTYAMAEE EA FAENZ uxed my official seal, at Trenton, | bolders, deposited in my office that 
i on tha: this Fifth day of July, A.D., | THE NATION ae anna ae oe . this Twenty-ninth day of June, SAM'S TAVERN, INC. 
at a point herly thousand nine hundred and | NA pr A fi — = = OF | (Seal) ee one thousand nine hundred a od this b aga Pig ee principal 
rly line o Street called t as ? oper tpn Tei OR aud w#ixty. office is situated at No. 7 Broad St 
pig ell Rig g Rirvge kDWARD J. PATTEN. [© eee EDWARD J. PATTEN, u the City of Newark, County of 
Newark, thence westerly 100 | Secretary of State. ° ; ey | Secretary = State. as State of New Jersey (Philip 
Paps me L.J.July 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | 1143 E. Jersey Street | L.J.—July 7, 14, $21.60 | being the agent therein and in charge 
bier eh ae — saa ap 4] j Elizabeth, N. J. 7 | ' thereof, upon whom process may be served). 
= *8 ger _ gene x Pre OS | L.J.—June 16, 23, 30. July 7. 14 STATE OF NEW JERSEY | bas complied with the requirements of Tite 
feet along the easter! y STATE OF NEW JERSEY | | _ DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 14, Corporation, General, of Kevised Statutes 
ng Natcetih tha : DEPARTMENT OF STATE ‘J Dated: June 9, 1960 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
gg ne yg cy "100 | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ESTATE UF ANNE SAMSON, deceased. To ali to whom these presents may come of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 
Street; thence 100 | To ali to whom these presente may come.| pursuant to the oruer of DAVID H. Greeting: NOW, THEREFUOKE, 1, the secretary of 
ss on a line para ith tae Greeting: | WIENEK, Surrogate ol tue County of Essex WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | state of we State of New Jersey, Vu Hereby 
to the westerl ly line of WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | inig day’ made on the application of the | 0¥ duly authenticated record of the proceed- | Certify tmat the said corporation did. on = 
nee northerly 2 t along | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | undereigned Executor ol said deceased, | 2&6 for the voluntary dissolution thereof | Twenty-cighth day of June, 196, file 
of Oraton Street to the | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | notice is hereby given to the creditors of said by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | once «4 duly executed and attested Poe Fires 
f BEGINNING by the unanimous consent of all the stock- deceased to oxi bit to the subscriber tolders, deposited in my office that ip writing to the dissolution of said cur- 
known and designated as | holders, deposited in my office that | oases Gath OF ailivmation. thals elatmmcena PARKFORD REALTY OORP. poration, executed by all the stucknulders 
. Newark, New Jersey. | _ ESSEX OlL OORP. -aanande against the poten ae said deceased | * Corporation of this State, whose principal | thereuf, which said consent and the record 
id taxes, the legal effect | @ Corporation of this State, whose principal | oo ai mouths {rom this date, or they | Office is situated at No. 71 Lexington Avenue, | 41 we proceedings aforesaid are uow on lie 
rdinances and other applic office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, | 211) be rorever barred from prosecuting or| im the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, | in my said office as provided by law. 
and Federal regulations, | i2 the City of Newark, County of Essex, recovering the same against the subsecriber.| State of New Jersey (Israei Pasternack | IN TESTIMONY WHEKEUF, 1 
ts and occupants, if any, | State of New Jersey (Bernard Mindes DAViy BROMBERG being the agent therein and in cLarge thereof, have hereto set my Laud aud af 
easements of record, if any, | Ueius the agent therein and in churge thereof. | sames P. LOKUi, Attorney upon whom process may served). has | fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
ts as would be revealed by an | 4202 Whom process may served). bee | yy iil Street . : | complied with the requirements vf Title 14. this Twenty- day of June, 
| complied with the requirements of Title ls. } Mawaie 2. od | Corporations, General, of Kev:sed Statutes | (Seal) A.U., one thousand nine buudred 
ste amount of the Judgment | Orporations. General. of v Statutes | June 16, 23, 3 7. 14 |of New Jersey, preliminary tu the issuin: | and sixty. 
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“wo Saad br cos For OF | of this Certificate of Dissolution. } | NOW, THEREFORE, I, tue Secretary of | secretary of State. 
wo Hundred and Forty-| NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of STATE UF NEW JERSEY | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | L.J.—July 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
and Seventy-Seven Cents | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby DEPARTMENT OF STATE | Certify that the said corporatici did, on the | pea ; = en 
together with the costs of | Certify that the said corporation did, on the CERIFICATE VF VDISSULUTIUN | Twenty-ninta day of June, 1960, file in my ! STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| Twenty-second day of June, 1960, file in| 79 agli to whom these presents muy come, | office a duly executed and attested consent | DEPARTMENT UF SiaTE 
Jersey, June 20, 1960. my office a duly executed and attested consent Greeting: in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTIUN 
G. DUFFY, Sheriff. in writing to the dissolution of said cor- WHEREAS, Lt appears to my satisfaction. | poration, executed by all the stockholders | 79 Ji to whom these presente may come. 
Goldberg & Weiss, Attorneys. | poration, executed by all the stockholders | by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | thereof, which said consent and the recora| Urecting: 
July 7, 14, 21 $39.69 | thereof, which said consent and the record | ings for the vuluutary dissulution thereo! | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle} WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
Ke the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | by the unanimous cousent of ali the stuck- | in my said office as provi y law. by duly authenticated record of the broceed- 
7 go | in my said office as provided by law. holders, deposited office that N € WHERE |ings for the voluntary dissel , thereof 
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i Aerts : this Twenty-second day of June, | in the City of Newark, County of Essex,| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | @ corporation of this State. #uuse 
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sletwitie <f ena “a. | (peal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and/ State of New Jersey (Kobert Mann end sixty. | office is situated 17 Academy 
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r af firmation, their claims and | L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14 $21.60 | Corporations, Generai, of Kevised Statutes upon whom process may De aperipn SE — 
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‘ering the same against the subscriber. Bree Oe ee oe State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
M To ali to whom these presenta may come NOW. THEREFORE, |. the Secretary of 
ARY E, MANGIERI CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Certify that the said corporation did, on the Gr : or v ’ 2 : RE. etary 
e, Attorney To all to whom these presente may come | First day of July, 1960, file in my One: | State of the State of New Jersey. Do —— 
Avenue Greeting: office a duly executed and attested consent WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | Certify that the said corpuration did, oa the 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | >y duly authenticated record of the proceed- | T'wenty-eighth day of June, 1960, Sle in my 
30, July 7, 14, 21 by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | poration, executed by all the stockholders | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | office a duly executed and attested consent 
: Ss ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | thereof, which said consent anu the recusa | by the uranimous consent of all the stock- | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
COUNTY COURT by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Mle holders, deposited in my office that | Doration, executed by all the stockholders 
Civil Action ” | holders, deposited in my office that in my eaid office as provided by law. ASHTON REALTY CORP. thereof, which said consent and the — 
FIXING DAY FOR ORBIT MANUFACTURING CO. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1) a corporation of this State, whose principal | of the ee = on file 
HEARING ‘ a corporation of this State, whose principal have hereto set my hand and af- | office is situated at No. 71 Lexington Avenue, | ‘2 ™F a o TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
oe | office is situated at No. 15 Main Street, in fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, hate: Necstet dat ene ian ae ae 
MATTER OF THE APPLICATION; | the City of Hackensack, County of Bergen, |... pn Foto aoe Fs, Tg or State of New Jersey (Israel Pasternack fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
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this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


Twenty-fourth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the reco 


office as provided 


in my said 
IN TESTIMONY 


WHEREOF, 1 





bave hereto eet my hand and af- 





fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | 

| this Twenty-fourth day of snarl 
| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. | 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. | 
Secretary of State. | 
L.J.—June 30, July 7. 14 psf 
Dated: June 24, 1960 


ESTATE OF ALMA KLINGELBERGER, 

deceased 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executor of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said 
to exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from this date, or they will be forever barred 
from prosecuting or recovering same 
against the subscriber. 

WILLIAM F. NIES 

WILLIAM F. NIES, Attorney 
80 Mulberry Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.—June 30, 





July 7, 14. 21, 38 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
Lolders, deposited in my office that 

TALLY-HO INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 13 Commerce Street. 






Room 2501, in the City of Newark, County 
of Essex, State of New Jersey (Ward J. 
Herbert, Esq. being t agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied | with the requiremente 
of Title 14, Corporat s, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New y, preliminary to the 


issuing of this Cer ate of Dissolution. 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

Certify that the said corporation did, on the 











Twenty-eighth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duiy executed and attested conse' 
in writing te the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said censent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are new on file | 


d 


im my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WiHEREOF 1 
have hereto set my band and af- 
fixed my official sa at Trenton, | 
this TIwenty-eighth day of Jiine, 

(Seal) A.D., one tl int ndred and | 
sixty. | 
EDWAR! \TTE | 
Secretary state | 

L.J.—July 14, 21. 2 g. 4 628.55 | 

















State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
therevf, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-ninth day of June 
A.D., one thousand sine hundred 
and sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 


(Seal) 








L.J.—July 7, 14, 21 $21.6¢ 
TAKE NOTICE that the und ned wil 
appy to the Union County Court on the 
19th day of July, 1960 at 10:00 o'clock 





A.M. at the Court House, Elizabeth, 
jersey for a judgment authorizing 
assume the names of Joseph Venti, 





Rarbars 


Anthony Venti, Charles Venti, 
Venti, and Margaret Venti. 
GUISEPPE VENTIMIGLIA, individual 





and as natural guardian for 


JOSEPH ANTHONY VENTIMIGLIA, 





CHARLES VENTIMIGLIA, BARBARA 
VENTIMIGLIA, minors, and 
MARGHERITA VENTIMIGLIA, bis wife 

ANTHONY E. RUSSO 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

969 Stuyvesant Avenue 

Union, New Jersey 

L.J.—June 23, 30, July 7, 14 $1449 











































































































































































































CERTIFICATE 


To ali to whom these sents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the — mous consent of all the stock- 
bolders ited tn my office t 

‘ALKE N HOLDING COMPANY 
a corporation 
a . 
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office as 
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have hereto set my 
fixed my offia eal at Trenton 
this Twenty-seventh day of June, 
A.D... one thousand nine hundred 
a sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
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Gives Six Pointers On Hiring And Training 
Of A Legal Secretary i 





CHICAGO (ACCN)—A good sec-, 


retary is “one who can carry on | 


for two weeks without her boss, 
whereas her boss is lost after 
two hours without her,” 


er, told delegates attending the 
Illinois State Bar Association’s 
annual convention Thursday at 
Waukegan. 


Mrs. Altman, an office efficiency 


.expert from Harrisburg, Pa., as- | 
serted that “In addition to acting 


as\receptionist and stenographer 
a secretary is a reminding service 
for appointments, for papers to 
be filed, for calls to be returned, 
for taxes to be paid and for birth- 
day presents to be bought.” 

She gave these pointers on the 
hiring and training of a legal sec- 
retary: 

1—Select the applicant for the |} 
position “on the basis of the needs 
of the job.” Mrs. Altman said | 
that “Although some large law of- 
fices will not hire recent high 
school graduates, I have found | 
them very satisfactory. Of course, | 
such novice secretaries will need | 
extensive training; but with pro- 
per training a young, active mind 
can produce a very good legal 
secretary in than a year. 

2—Test the applicant in sten- 
ography and in her ability to de- 
termine solutions to problems 

3—In training a secretary, the 
“boss” must first understand how 
people best absorb material, Mrs. 
Altman said. “People learn bet- 
ter by doing or by watching things 
done than by being told 
© do it,” she said. 


receptl 





i@Ss 


being 


how 





onist training, 


Mary | 
Ann Altman, a law office manag- | 


| 
| 6 





Mrs. Altman declared that it is 
“of inestimable value to the law- 
| yer to be sure that the voice the 
caller hears is a pleasant, trained 
one able to put the client at 
ease, and that the face the visitor 
sees is one reflecting the quiet 
| confidence she has in the ability 


}and efficiency of the man for 
|'whom she works.” 

5—The secretary’s ability “io 
take dictation and transcribe it 


| 
correctly and neatly is the basic 
mechanical skill she must pos- 
sess,” Mrs. Altman said. “If the 
new secretary has had no previ- 
ous legal experience she will have 
to be introduced to the form, 
technical requirements and ap- 
pearance of legal papers.” 
Mechanical dictat'cn is more 
efficient than personal dictation, 
according to Mrs. Altman. But to 
use a dictation machine to full 
|} advantage, the employer must 
|know how to use it so that his 
diction and delivery are under- 
standable to the secretary. 

Mrs. Altman warned 


that “A! 


secretary will become as sloppy as | 


her employer. It is up to every 
attorney to set an example 
his secretary of thoroughness, at- 
tention to detail, and organiza- 
tion whicn she may copy.” 

“A good secretary can increase 


for | 


office business by helping to main- | 
tain the good client relationship | 


always necessary 


and by freeing | 


her employer for profitable ciient | 


contact in the community,” Mrs. 
Altman concluded. 
The speech was given at the 


and Econo- 
Illinois State 


84th annual meeting 
mic Institute of the 
Bar Association. 
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System may 


Sees Force Of Law Used 
To Suppress Claims To | 
Freedom 


1 Arbor (ACCN) — In many | 
are: of the world today, the| 
force of law is being used for the | 

tematic suppression of claims | 
to freedom and human dignity, 
Prof. W. Burnett Harvey of the| 
University of Michigan 
School said here. 

Harvey delivered the first of | 
seven lectures by UM faculty 
members on “Postwar Thinking 
About the Rule of Law” during a 


Law | 


special two-week summer school 
for lawyers. 
“Older societies, contemplating 


the barbarities of their own gov- 
ernments or those they have de- 
feated in war, are pressing the | 


to restrain within decent bounds 
the acts of public officials,’ he 
said 

“The emerging societies partic- 
ularly, but the older ones as well, 
are challenging traditional con- 
cepts of government and law with 
insistent demands for positive ac- 
tion on broader fronts to provide | 
a better life for the people.” 

Historically, he noted, three 
bases have been suggested for | 
“the rule of — the consti- 
tutional principles of 19th Cen- 
tury Britain, the procedural ele- | 
ments of a fair trial, and the| 
moral restraints of natural law. 

“To me, each is at best a par- 
tial view, susceptible of distor- | 
tion,” Harvey declared. 


In assuming courts can more} 
or less mechanically apply exist- | 


the 
constitutional view 
the law alone come 
rule by the 
UM expert 


ing laws to individual cases, 
early British 
lets ‘‘rule by 

to meaning 
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close 
judges 
said. 
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a fine judicial 
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the basic laws 
National Assem- 
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Yn 


Ws in 





tne 
the it belief in a 
of nature nd 3 reason has of- 
bee n a rallying point in the 
or human "di onity, it has at 
times, “served as a shield 
buckler for those who resist- 
ed the felt needs of their times 
in the blindness to the vision of 
a better tomorrow,” Harvey said. 

“It is a regrettably short step 
from insistence that nothing is 
law unless it is right to the con- 


ancient 





law 
ten 
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ioaht 
lgnt 


other 
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clusion that whatever is law, in 
terms of legal enactment or de- 
claration, is therefore right.” 
. 
Bankruptcies 
The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L- Soniye FP -Tallyn ; F-Fishberg 
HANST, W n 10 County Rd., Cress- 
kil vol it $75 403.47: asset 
& F.; solr. Sheldon 


475 refr L.T 
































| ATTORNEY ; 
| and 


of what kind of safe- |: 
guards can and should be raised | co 


} att 





83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 364 


NL 
| 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 

cLA — 

240 Mulberry St., 

Newark 1, N. J. 








for advancement. Minimum 5 years general | 
trial experience. Give detailed resume 
and salary requirement. CLA 292. 





FIRM WITH LARGE GENERAL PRACTICE 

in central Jersey county seat requires | 
associate Experience and top law school 
training desirable. Exceptional ability and 
industry a prerequisite. Write qualificatioa | 
to CLA 301 





LAWYER QUALIFIED TO HANDLE | 
real estate, corporation, briefing and trial 
work Leading Newark law firm State age, 
experience and salary desired. CLA 338. 
DE SIRING OWN OFFICE IN | 
on with growing trial firm in 
Must be willing to be on his own 
handle cases on per case basis Air 
nditioned private office available at very 
rent. CLA 365. | 
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